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This guide describes estinates of the ccst cf raising
cnorics Research Group of the United

> States Department of Agriculture (0SDA). The guide‘starts with a

description of vhat estimates are availabl
the cost of raising urban, rural nonfarm, and
The next sectiofi defines and addresses the most £

lving short profiles of
iral fars children.
quently asked

. questions on the use and interpretation of the estimates. Also

described are adjustments to pake the estimatés more afpplica
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specific situations and lin;tatioz associated with the use of these:
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adjustments. The third section de

ibes resource materials on issues

.such as indirect costs eof raising a child, costs of having a baby,
and child caré and higher education costs. Pinally, the annual cost
estimates of raisinrg urban and rural fara and nonfarm children,»
updated to -June 1980 levels, are presented in tabular form.
Peferenceés are orginized to cdtrespond to topics covered in the

‘guide.
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» Edwards, Carolyn S. 1981, USDA estimates of the cost of raising.

a child: A guide to their use and interpretation. U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture, Miscellaneous Publication 1411, 57 pp.

. ' »  This guide describes the USDA estimates of the cost of raising
a.child, provides the estimates updated to June 1980 price
levels, and answers the most frequently asked questions ab%§:
their use and interpretation. Adjustments to make the estimates
more applicable to épecific situations are described. Informa-

~ , . ~
?: tion on additional materials of interest to users of the
estimates is also described and referenced. . .
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USDA ESTIMATES OF THE COST OF RAISING A CHILD;
A GUIDE TO THEIR, USE AND INTERPRETATION :

vauvwn&Edunhz .

. . .. 7/ |
. »
Jhe Fanily Economics Research Group of the U.S. Department of
Agriculture (USDA) has developed estimates of the cost of.
raising' a child (1-8)." Originally intended for use in
providing budgetaxy guidance to individual families, these
estimates have also beefi adopted for use in a variety of legal,
social welfare, educational, and ;esearch situations (9-19).
For example, .judges, attorneys, and expert witnesses- have used
the estimates as guidelines in setting support payments for
children in divorce cases and in appraising damages arising
from personal injury, wrongful death, and malpractice claims.
Educators, financial advisers, and other professiohals who work
,gxith families; or who train those who will, have included the
child cost estimates in their resource materf{gls. Researchers
have used the estimates in wnalyses of foster child needs,
fertility behavior, and other ‘demographic and population topics.
In addition, the estimates. have been quoted widely in newspapers
and popular publications[ .

-

’

rThiB five-part guide starts with a description of what estimates
are available and short profiles of the cost of raisi urban,
rural nonfarm, and farm childfen. The next sectioh prov des
important definitions and addresses the most frequently asked
questions on the’use and interpretation of the estimates.
Adjustments to make the esfimates more applicable’to specific
situations and the limitations adsociated with the use of these
adjustments are described. The third section describes resource
materials on additional issues related to the cost of raising
a child. THe‘reféihnces are organized so that they correspond
to the topics coverkd in the guide. Finally, the appendix

v

includes the estimates, updated to June 1980 price levels.

.
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“Material in this guide includes (but is not limited to)
information from "Users" Guife to USDA Estimates of the Cost of &
Raising a Child,” parts 1 apd 2, Family Econonics Review, ‘
sunner 1979 and winter 1981.

2 Econonist, Family Economics Research Group, Agricultugal -

Research Service, U.S§. Department of ‘Agriculture, Hyatts ille,

. Md. 20782: .
3 Underlined numbers in- psrentheses indicate References at the

. end of this guide. \ )
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N . AVAILABLE.ESTIMATES :
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The USDA estimates of the cost of raising a child reflect -
average annual and total expenditures by families for children
from birth to age 18 at several cost levels. Expenditures for °

. individual children of a given age or the child's share of °
family expenditures is included for the following eight items

.o in the budget: Food at.home, food away from home, clothing,
‘housing, medical care, education, transportation, and other.
_ The estimates have been developed as a result of two separate
but related research studies. . ' )
’ R i
The first of these studies’(ng) was based on data from the
o 1960-61 Consumer Expenditure Survey (CES), a cooperadive project
. of the USDA and the U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau Labor
N Statisiics (BLS). The estimates from this study reflest ,
- expepd ture patterns of families with husband and wife present

and with no more than five children. The cost:‘re developed

«geparately for families living in the South, W Northeast,
and North Central regions of the country and for those living in
urban, rural nébnfarm, and farm settings. This f¥rst study
developed estimates at three cost levels--economy, low, and
moderate.. Tabld 8 and 9 {appendix) show cost estimates for

" . raisinb(urban and rural nonfarm children, respectively, in each

' =~ of the four reglons at threg cost qus}s, adjusted to June 1980

’ M price levels. ° ) N <

’
-4

. . The second study (3), based on data from the USDA's 1973 Farm - -~
Famtly Liying Expéﬁaiture Survey (FFLES) and on procedures -
- ) N modified from the first study, provides new estimates of the
- - - cost of<;§1§1ng farm children.. These newer costs replace the
. farm child estimates from the first study. Unlike the earlier
. ) e ’ estimates, they are not limited to families of a particular
' " type or size, nor are they specific to region in the country.
. ' . The newer farm child estimates provide costs by sex as well as
* I f_ . ) age qéythe child at four cost lgvels-thrifty (similar to the
econochy level), low, moderate, and liberal. These estimates,
* . also adjusted to June 1980 price levels, ar® shown in table 10.
) N . (appendix). , P
. - - . A Y
‘The Cost of Raising The total cost of raising an urban chilg (tabje, 8) from-birth to
Urban Children - age 18 1n gonstant June 1980 dollars rangesffom about $33,100
R ~ to $37,900 at the economy level,  $43,400 to $52,200 at the low
. level, and $69,200 to $76,700 at the moderate level .depending on
A - - the region in the country, Figure 1 shows this total cost
) - progression for the four regions. , .
X s ' ! . . .\ .
Estinited annual costs Mse with the age of the child. For
¢ . urban children they range from about $1,570 to $2,485 at the
economy level, $2,085 to $3,450 at the low level, and $3,255 to
+ © $5;210,at the moderate level depending on the age and the
" ' region. . For examplé, figure 2 shows how costs increase with age
) . for.children’in the Northeastern region.
wT N\ - . \ Pg v
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. Housing takes the greate‘t share of the child rearing dollar,
fo¥fowed by food at home and transportation. Eskimated costs
for education and food away from home represent the smallest
proportion of the cost of raising urban children. The propor- it
tions vary by cost level as indicated in figure 3 for an urban s
child id the North Central region.
A . * . <
The Cost of Raising The total cost of raising a rural nonfarm child (table 9) from
Rural Nonfarm birth to age 18 in constant June, 1980 dollars xanges from about
, Children™ ' $29,700 to $39,500 at the economy level, $43,400 to $55,600 at
’ ' ¢ the low level, and $64,600 to $79,900 at the moderate level -
depending on the region in the country'. .
Annual costs for rural 'nonfarm children range from.about $1,390
to $2,610 at the economy level, $2,050 to $3,700 at the low
’ level, and $2,940 to $5,440 at the moderate level depending on
the age and the region. -

-

-

\ . '
Figure 4 shows the rise in costs over the 18 yearg'by budget ~
item for a rural nonfarm child in the North Central region

) f ' living in a fanktly spending at the moderate ,cost level.
ﬁoﬁomlDiﬁorsaeu . The cost estimates for urban ¥t rural nonfarm children are
] available by region and therefore allow regional comparisons. o
AN ) There ar€ considerable differences among the regions in the

absolute level of the child cost estimates but no consistent-
pattern in these differences. Regional differences are greatest
for the rural nonfarm child. For this child, the highest o
estimates for the Jlest exceed ‘the lowest for the North Central —_—
region by almost ‘30 percent. The distribution of costs among" \
‘ the budget items, on the other hand, shows few regional :
, differences. Most noteworthy is that food at home tends to take

LI ’ a high proportion gnd transportation‘a low proportion of total

. “costs in*the Northeast .

Thé Cost of Raising The total cost of raising 3 'farm child (table 10) from*birth to
«  Farm Children .age 18 in constant June 1980 dollars is estimated at about
Y $36,500 at the thrifty" leved, $52,400 at the low level, $79,800
1 at the moderate level, and $120 500 at the liberal level. .

X S Figure 5 shows this progression by cost Ievel for farm boys.
) The ennual costs rise with the age of the child as shown 17’“
figure 6. No substantial difference in costs by sex shows \
up until later years when costs for boys are higher--primarily
» = because of higher transportation costs for teenage boys. ’ ,
?

' ., Annual costs for farm boys range from about $1,650 to $2,730 at
. the thrifty level, $2,320 to .$3,830 at the low level, $3,330 to

VSimilar to the egonm’level of the urt;gnqnnd rural nonfarm
estimates. - ’ N - P
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Total cost of raising an urbd™child by budget iterh
North Central region

at 3 cost levels |
(June 1980 price tevels) -
. Economy: $37,045
Other 8% - — ’
" Tran tion 1 %— Food at home 28% .
. . , % ‘
\ Education 1%
Medical care 5% Food away from home 2%
. /- Clothing 7%
- Housing 33% . -
. ‘ " Low: $50,466 - v ‘ ) ¢
:' . T op ! Other 10%
- Food at home 25%
T;an'sportation 17%
i ) ¥ ! )
—_—
Education 1% Food away from home 2%
Medical cars 5% Clothing 8%
»>
/
Housing 32% °
A\ * ~
. . s
\ Moderate: $69,232
\ . B ) .
) N Other 11% \ L -
- . . Food at home 22%
. Transportation 16%
‘ e — Food away from h,pm? 3%
’ " Education 1% 'CI Hing 8% -
‘ . Medical carp 6% omina B
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. Housing 34%
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, Annudl cost of raising a rural nonfarm child by budget item
7 . at the moderate cost level in the North Central region
: (June 1980 price levels) ,
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$5,790 at the moderate level, and $4,970 tq $8,500 at the
liberal level depending on their age. Annual costs for girls
. range from about $1,650 to $2,370 at the thrifty level, $3,320

. \ _ to_$3,360 at the low level, $3,380 to $5,210 at the moderate
level, and $5,080 to $7 790 at the’Tiberal level depending on
. . ‘ their age. \~_

The child's share of family housing is the most costly item in
the estimates as shown in figure 7. Food at home and tramspor-
tation are generally second and third highest, followed by
education, medical care, and the other cateégory. Estimates of
. clothin% and foold away from home represent the smallest _ .
. ‘ ) proportions gf the cost of raising a farm child,
' -~ ¢
The share of the expense of raising a farm child represented by
the different components of the budget differs by cost level.
e At the ‘lower cost levels, the proportions reflect the relative
. " importance of more necessary itemé, food and housfng account for
: ,  more than two-thirde of the total costs, whereas educatdon, in.

- : which such optional expenditures as special lessons, private
schools,- arid extra books and supplies predominate, was estimated
t ’ as zero. At the higher levels, estimated costs for\housing and

/ faood at home, and, to a lesser degree, for medical care and
transportation, account for a smaller share of the total than
at the lower levels. At the liberal level, educat;pn and other
expenses become conaiderably more important. :

- - Urbanization Differences Because the estimates for farm children reported here were
’ » developed on different, and mote récent data using different
' procedures than for- the urban and rural nonfarm children, it is

* not appropriat 0 compare these two groups. The mete recent
. farm child estz?ztes replace the farm estimates developed in the
. first study. comparison among urban, ruralinonfarm, and . .
s - farm child costs can be made from the earlier ‘study (6) In'%

that study, little difference was found Mg these costs in the

’ South. Costs for the urban child were appreciably higher than
> for the rural nonfarm and farm child in the North Central
region, but in the Northeast and West the rural nonfarm child
had the highest costs. In all regions, food ahd housing costs
of the urban child were 8enerally higher than for a,rural child
in the same region, whereas transportation costs were generally
lower. These findings, however, may be moderated by

4 . ’ — differences ih bprices, quality, and availability of goods and -.
T services between urban and rural locations. o~
£ 3 - ¢ y




1 "\‘ .

1
. 1 )

. ' ( N v Annual cost of 'ralsipg:far boys and girls’ ' .
e " by age at the mfderate cost level
-(June 1980 price levels) ' //&
Y -4 . |.
s
[ ) ;;
- .,
— ]
[} -‘ % .
[
3 \ ) , . ' '
AT ( Total cost of raising.a farm girl by budget item at the
moderate cost level {June 1980 price levels) s
. Total: $78,693 —~ /
A g T 8
) ' Transportation 9% Medical care 5% /
: . Education 8% Clothing 4%
2‘3‘.’“"32'}‘2 3% Other 14% ° .
' L, ' Foodathome 20% ‘ (
\
N Housing 37%
- Wy
' Figwe 7™ .”
° [ ' ) , ' ,
' ’ - ! .
P | . ‘. ~ . .




U § ..

USE AND INTERPRETATIONs -~ ~ -

-

’ .
t .,
. B

’

The cost estinatea of raising a child represent average

C expenditures for a 1d of a.given age or the child's

share of family experf tures for such items as housing and
transportation.. The eBtimates-are based on information from
families with children at thosé ages and take into account the
needs, expenditure patterns, and family characteristics related
to the age of the child, The estimates reflect actual expendi-
tures of these families; they are not based on lists of goods

and services judged necessary to attaifi a specified standard oﬁ‘»

adequqcy and are never priged in the market.

v - ‘ €
Although the estimates thount for many factors related to
family expenditures for\children, they cannot be interpreted -

Rather, they are general estimdtes of what families under
certadn circumstances spent on their childrem. must be
.borne in mind when the estimates are applied to sp@tific
families. Although the adjustments described here provide for
additiemal specificity, the many factors that affect T

* - expenditures cannot be reflected and actual expenditures will .

most certainly deviate.

} The estimates emphasize direct costs, or out-of-pocket
expenditures, and therefore do ndt represent the total costs of
raisi®® a child. The data on wliich they are based reflected
what families actually spent to achieve 6r_naintain inventories
in the time period studied. The CES and FFLES data did not
measure family consumption that might be ai;ributed to stocks
of durables, past expenditures, income-in-kind, gifts, or the

. value of community services. Similarly, no account was made
for the value of personal services performed by family members
or for earnings given up while raising childreb - f
The CES and the FFLES croos-section data present a detafled -
picture of the spending patterms of the population at one
point in time~-the early 1960's for the urban and rural nonfarm
estimates and the early 1970's faor the. farm estimates. The
cost figures from birth to age 18 as presented in tables 8-10,
therefore, do not reflect the change:in level and mix of goods
and services available to or consumed by one hOusepold as a

-

SThe information in this section is general and applicable to
the estimates from both studies. Users should realize, howeipr,
that although a similar overall approach was applied to both
data bases (57‘"changes in data collection, variable definition,
,and estimation procedures were inevitable and, in some cases,
.desirable; The estimates from the two studjies are therefore not
directly comparable. Users needing more specific detail should
refer ‘to the origingl papers (3, 6), available from the Family
Econonico Research Group.

! - T .
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.,as precise costs for raising a\child in'a particular family. .
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resul't .of changes in prices, income, or preferences experienced
as the child grows. Instead, the estimatgqs represent the

” experience and bghavior of different families with children at
.o _.various ages and expenditure patterns prevalent at the time the
, data were cellected. - : - N ’ :
Cost Levels ° ‘ - The levels Bf the estimajes are based on spénding patterns

. ' associated with food consumption at the levels of the USDA food
. plane. The use of the food plans as a benchmark for the cost
Y levels of the estimates requires two gssumptions. First, it
& ) assumes that groups of families who are spending at similar
cost levels on feod are living at similar IEVelg. Second, it
. implies that families spend at similar levels oh all items of
. consumption--the family that spends.at the moderate level for
~ food also spends at 'the moderate level for housing.
. -

There are several advantages to.developing the estimates at
levels of expenditure related to food tosts as oppoosed to
levels of income. The method allows factors that influence
family spending on ¢hildren to be taken into.account,
including nutritional needs, family size, and family
composition. The resulting estimates may be adjusted for
changes in prices. In addition, the estimates may be used in .
conjunction with the other USDA guidance materials--the food
plans and clothing budgets (20-29). '
- t

i Selection of cost -level.--Users of the estimates often ask ,
S . which cost level they should use and how these levels relate
‘ t ily income. Table 1 may bé used to select the apptﬁbriate
‘? ‘ " el. It shows the food plan appropriate for families
o - b ¥n their size and income. Users should not¢ that table 1
was designed for saéection of the appropriate.food plan, It
- therefore provides general guidance for selecting the.appro-
) priate level of the child cost estimates. Individual families
J " fay want to consider other factors in addition to their size
A . R and income.

The estimates were developed holding the cost level comstant.
In other words, the estimates do not reflect changes in income
, or level of liying typically experiedced by families as their
- chtldren age. This allows for cost comparisons, such as by
age of child, within and between the cost levels. Such
comparisons can be very important to ‘some users since they
allow cost evaluations -under varying circumstances. Consider-

e . ation carn be made for changes Qver the life cycle by combining
. . ) figures t different cost levels. For example, it might be
' assumed_fhat a child was raised for several yeats.at dne cost
.- fj ' . level ank for othér years ap another depending on changes in
- income, flamily size, or both.
) e
. [ 4
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+ . - . . ) «
. TABLE 4.--Food plans by size and income of family, summer 1980 .
' ’ Famtﬁy size -
_ Income ; I
. before taxes L ' : . 4
1 person 2 persons 3 persons 4 persons 5 persons _ 6 persons
’ ¥
- 1 ’ . \'7 - -
,  $2,500-$5,000..... Thrifty" or . Thrifty! or Thriftyl Thriftyl, Thrifty! Thrifty!
A - low fost low cost e . . )
) SS,OOO—SlO,bOO.... Moderate cost Low cost Thrifty1 or Thrifty;1 Thriftyl Thrifty}
loy cost )
° . e ) . - - y
$10,000-%15,000... Liberal Modérate cost Low or Low cost Thrifty or Thrigtyf
o . - moderate cost - low cost
\ - N v
$15,000-$20,000,.. Liberal Liberal Ldw or ' ‘Low ‘or Low cost Thrifty or
- moderate cost ' moderate cost ' low cost
- - L ]
$20,000-$30,000... Liberal E}berél Moderate cost Low or Low or ' Low cost
. or liberatl moderate cost moderate.cost-
. o $30,000-540,000... Liberal Liberal Liberal 'Moderate cost Moderate cost L&W or
or liberal moderate cost
» ) . . . -
. $40,000-$50,000.., Liberal ~ Liberal Liberal Moderate cost Moderate cost ' Moderate cost
' or liberal or liberal .
$50,000 or more... Liberal '~ Liberal "Libera'l Liberal Moderate cost ' Moderate cost

. or liberal ,

" or libdral

Note: The economy level of the urban and rural nonfarm child cost est:

, wherever the thrifty plan is indicated above.

Source: Updated from Peterkin (21).

-

-

1Hany families of this size and income are eligible for assistance thrjzz? the Food étamp Program.

A

tes (tables 8 and 9) would be used
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_ the food plan levels ggg,.gg). Users of .the child cost

A
— @ . -
Economy and thrifty levels:--The lowest cost level of the urban
and rural nonfarm estimates (tables 8 and®9) is the economy
.level, whereas the lowest level of the farm estimates (table 10)
is the thrifty level. This, differenée is related to changes in

-

estimates-should consider the economy and ghrifty cost levels
as equivalent. - -

Liberal cost level.--Users albo note that the food plans include
a liberal cost level, whereas the urban and rural nonfarm child

estimates are only available at ‘the economy, low, and moderate "

cost levels. The farm child estimates gre available at all
1four cqst levels—thrifty, low, moderate, and liberal. When
users need estimates of the cost of raising urban and rural
nonfarm children at the liberal level, they may adjust the
‘moderate cost totals by adding 30 percent. is is an approxi-
mation, derived by comparing the differences between the
moderate and liberal -cost levels of the farm child esdtimates
,and of the food plan costs. Because different items in the
budget do not increase with cost}level at the sam(xr te, users
should consider this adjustment as a general guide fig fnd
increase only the annual and 18-year ‘all-item totals, not the
individual budget item cost estimates or their totals.

. - .
The estimates for urban and rural nonfarm children_developed
in the first stuly are specific to region and urhanization.
The four vegions were those used by the U.S. Bureau of the

Census and include ge States: Y

South * . ‘ . Northeast
" - Alabama Connecticut
Arkansas | (//ﬁaine
Delaware Massachusetts -
‘Florida New Hampshire .
Georgia New Jersey 7
1 Xentucky New York - '

Louisiana - - Pennsylvanida
Maryland . . Rhode Island
Mississltppi Vermont
North Carolina ) ‘ 7
Oklahoma .
South Carolina
Tennessee . ‘ . (
Texas - :

‘% Virginia ‘ ‘
West Virginia

ey

-




> b v
West North Central .
Arizona . Illinois
California ' "~ Indiana
Colorado Iowd o
Idaho  Kansas ',
Montana Michigan
Nevadjsz/r Minnesota
New Mexico " Missouri ~
. Orggon < ! Nebraska
y Utah North Dakota
. X "Washington Ohio -
« L. , Wyoming South Dakota
B Wisconsin PO

o Y
i .

Alaska and.Hawaii were not represented. The District of
Columbia was included in the South. Rstimates for a U.S.
average were not developed in t rst study. If such an
indicator is neces¥uTY, use of, the estinates for the North
Central region is most appropriate.

The definition of urbanization used in the CES data and
reflected in the estimates from the first study included urban,
A rural dqnfaru, and farm. g-Urban included-(ncorporated places
. N with a population of 2,500 or mére or the densely settled areas-
' 3 .immediately adjacent to cities with a population of 50,000 or
more. Rural nonfarm included those areas outside urban area
but not classified as.farm. To be a farm, a 10-acre parcel
needed sales of at least $50 per year; a parggl of ldss than -
10 acres needed sales of at l@gst $250. This definition of a
2 4 farm was . also used for the FFLBS and the farm estimates in the

’ more recent study.
‘ »

Although the child cost estimates are specific to region and
. R urbaq zation, differences due.to metrapolftan location could
. not be considered. Users ‘often ask about adjustments that cén
2 be made®to ‘incorporate such differences. .The Bureau of Labor
- . Statistics (BLS) publfihes, as part of ita Urban Family Budget
¥ program, indexes of intercity costs (71, 74). These indexes,
- which sare based on the costs of the BLS family budgets at 3 cost
levels in 23 metropolitan areas in the coptinental United __
States, uge costs in the urban United States as a base (= 100).
These indexey, which have been recalculated (using published
. and unpubli d data) by employing urban costs in each,region
as the base, are shown in tdble 2. They may be used to adjust
the estimates of the cost of raising a child to reflect cost
. differences due to location in 1 of the,23 netropolitan areas:
s listed. " - -

~

- - Y
\

Q s ‘\ . \ Q18 '. - ) ’
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TABLE 2.--Indexes of comparative costs>in metropolitan locations 'and urban areas of
their respective 4eg;ons, fall 1979 *
[Average ura\n cost for each region = 100]

Sa
‘e ~

4

~

Region, metropoiitan location, * 4 Lower; Intermediate H!gher
*»

and area oo
 J § — ! ‘

South; - - , .
At1antd, G8. sesseecenccnssscesssvasssssss 100 102
Baltimore, Md: ceveessnccssssonsnanpeoncns 110 110
Dallas, Tex. eeseessssassssasesssssnnennn s 100 99

" HouBton, TeX: secessssssssssssssacsdesecds !Ok 103
Washingtofi, D.C.~Md.=V@. seovesssiosesnses 117 120

West: }

Denver, Colo. ceepsvsscsssncssssssasnnccns, 94 102 .
Los Angeles-Long Beach, Anaheim, Cali¥. .. - 101 99
San Diego, Calif. weevessenassvoranssosanss 98 . 100
San Francisgqo-Oakland, Calif. ..evedeeccns 105 - 107°
‘Seattie-Everett, Wash. .ecqessscscscsccens 105 103

Northeast:
BOBtON, MABB. secssvssvsstioncesssssansanns 195' 108
Buffalo, NeY. coscevcescosscncsnsossnssences 97 - 97
New York, N.Y.-northeastern NuJ. ececessens 101 406 .
Philadelphia, Pa. cescecccnnnsnnnnsssssons 100 7 95
Pittsburgh, Pa. sececsccscsvonssoncnnnoncs 97 + B8

North TCentral: "
Chicago, Ill.-northwestern Ind. cecosscees 103 102
Cincinnati, Ohio-Ky.=Ind. .ccecesescnnccce 98 100
Cleveland, Ohio “;"‘"""""““"'“{; 100 . 103
Detroit, Mich. R T RN R RN 100 103
Kansas City, Mo.-Kans. A R ¥ 97
Milvaukee, WiB. seseiececesscsssssnssasses 101 R 106
Minneapolis=-St. Paul, Minn.-Wis. .ecececss 102 © . 106
St. Louis, Mo.-Ill. ..\.................?. 99 .99

L3

/ »

Source: Derived from published (74) and unpublished cost estimates of the U.S.
Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statis®ice' urban family budgets and population
weights d in the urban ‘family budgets (71, p. 37)., /

~). N
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Price Level Adjustments
N \
\
L4

‘for changes in prices. ) ’

A : e -

The three cost levels defined by the BLS are derived‘very
differently from the four cost levels defined by the USDA for
the child cost estimates and thus do natf coincide. Generally,
however, the use of the BLS intermediate irMlex is acceptable
to adjust the USDA moderate cost level, the higher index to-’
adjust the USDA liberal cost level, and the lower index to ’
adjust the USDA low cost level. There is no BLS index compa-
rable to the USDA<kconomy or thrifty level; the best qne can do
is apply the BLS lower cost index.

‘1
For example, a family living in the Washington, D:.C., metrso-
politan“area at the moderate cost level would increase the USDA
moderate cost estimate of raising a child for the Southern ’
region By 20 percent to reflect its metropolitan loeation .
within the region. . . ' .
Users have also-asked if it is appropriate to use tde Consumer
Price Indexes (CPI's) specific to city population size ¢lasses®
or metropolitan locations to adjust the child cost estimates
for a particular location. Although these 1ndexes provide
information on relatiye changes in prices over time, they do
not provide ag adjustmeat for the initial differential between %
costs in the regions and costs in moré specgfically defined
locations. Users who have incorporated this difference 'by
adjusting the estimates for the metropolitan location with 1 of
the 23 {ndexes from table 2 could, however,-appropriately use,
the CPI for the corresponding metropolitan location to adjust

L]

Users may wish to make adjustments }o the price levels so that
the estimates will syjlt their particular negeds. The estimates
may be updajed or backdated using the imstructions and appro-
priate subindexes of the Consumer Price Index provided in -
table 3. Each bedget category should be adjusted individually -
to reflect differential price level changes among budget items.

Constant. and current ‘dollars.--Before adgusting ;F;>priqp
levels, users should determine whether constant or current
dollay figures are more suitable to their needs. The estimates’
in tabigs 8-10 are expressed in gonstant June 1980 dollars and
avetme thf®"the child progresses through: 18 years .at June 1980
price. 10 18s For example, the ‘18-year total cost of raising a
cbt&d’l the urban North'Tentral region gt the moderate cost level
3%, 229 id annual avetage 1960'dollafs. That -total is $32,830
aﬁnunl average 1970 dollars and $69,333 in afinual average 1980
dollarl. Congtant dollar estimates‘are appropriate when
interest is with the present costs of raising children of
different ages or in making comparisons Between years. They are
qffapproprlate for determining the total cost of raising one
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1 ! ~ _
‘ Yo TABLE 3.--Annial average‘ponauner Price Index data for updating
; X ‘ :
\ , | [1967-199] ,
- Child cost Food at Food ! . "7 Medical
budget category home away from ‘. Clothing Housing care
~ _ home - *
CPl Food at Food -~ Apparel —_ Medical-
subindex! home away from. and makeup Housing care
, home 4
4980............)5...:.5 251.2 270.1 177.4 263.2 267.2
1980 (June).eeeussnasessl v 247.7 269.9 176.0 N\—-266.9 . 265.9
1979 ccesececnssnsnannns 232.5 244.4 166 .4 227.5  °©  240.1
1978 ceennasnnccnnsncsns 209.9 218.3 159.5 202.6 219.4
1977 eeesnnncncncnnnnses 190.2 200.3 . 154.2 189.6 ~  202.4
1976c0scecnnctiocnsscnns 179.5 186.1 ~~  147.6 177.2 184.7
1975¢ceeenscscnssennnane 175.8 1764.3 % 1423 ~ 166.8 168.6
19740 ccenescocnssnnnnnns 162.4 159.4 . 136.2 . 150.6 150.5
1973cc0nccsevesnnnccncns 141.4 141.4 126.8 ° 135.0 ;131,77
19720 00cenaggoscnsnncnce 121.6 131.1 122.3 -~ 129.2 132.5
1971nmesedossenennenn,s 116.4 & 126 . 119.8 \\§24\3 12824
19700 ccesedecsmasccnnnns 113.7 119.9 116.1 18.9 12036
D - -1 J 1082 111.6 111.5 110.8 .113.4
14 11 Y 103.2 105.2 105.4 104.2 . = 106.1
19671 ccteessssnnsnnnnnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000
1966.ccesvancessncencens 100.3 . - 95.1 " 96.1 - \97.2 93.% '
1965, cceassosnascnasnane 95.5 .9 93.7 94.9 89.5
19640 0cccsncsscnsscnsens 93.2 V///gg.9 ' 92.7. 93.8 87.3
1963.c0uasitencccnaccasns 92.2 87.3 91.9 92.7 85.6
1962.0cccicensanacnncene 91.0 '85.4 ' 90.9 “91.7 83.6
1961.c0cdeeennecnenssteons 90.4 83.2 90.4 90.9 "81.4
19604 e e densccnssensanns 89.6 8l.4 * 89.6 90.2 . 719.1
U T T G 88.8 %3 - 88.2 88.6 6:4
1958, c0ueesiNenseresnnns 91.0 77.2 87.5 87,1 3.2
19570 e peeneceingrosnens 87.2 74.9 87.3 . "86.2 \‘ 69.8
1956, eecccssehencnns B4.4 72.2 85.8 83.6 67.2°
1955, cc0enascnnasatences 84.1 70.8 . 8421 82.3 64.8 -
195 venssnnsnnsnfenees " B5.8%  70.1 84.5 81 " 634 N\
L L A N R 86.2 68.9 . 84.6 80.8 . “61.4

S J ‘ r 4
! The revised Consumer P¥1ce Index for urban wage earners and clerical workeérs (CPI-W)

replaced the unrevised £LPI; use the revised indexes as shown for adjusting estimates %
to price levelp prevalent in 1978 and forvard; use the pnrevised CPI as shown for ° -
adjussing estisates to\price levels from 1953 to 1977. B )]

S Note: To adjust the price levels of the estimates of the cost of raising a child“‘!
to. specific year price levels, multiply the Juné 1980 estimates (tables 8, 9, ,and -10)

for each badget ca egory by the index for that category for the desired year and- ddvidi
the product. torresponding index.for June 1980. . For example, to- update Jungs1980

costs for housing to annual average 1980 pricés, multiply the June 1980 estimate for
housing by 263.2 and divide by-266.9. To backdate June 1980 costs” forqhoyping to 1968
prices, multiply the June 1980 estimate for housing by 104.2 and divide by 266.9. -
Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. : Z .
' \ . . . “,‘

. 1
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’ . . -
and backdating estimates of the cost of raising children

‘ . - (1967 & 100) ‘ ) ‘
Transpor- . Annual #dtals = ' Child cost
Educdation, © ' tation Other 6f all budget  budget category .
) L N item categories ’
£ -
Personal \Personal care
and educational Transpor- and personal All CPl ~
expenses? . tation . and educational. items3 subindex!
] expenses avetage? -
§ Y
. 236.4 250.5 . . , 224.6. 247.0 R .1980
229.8 250.6 220.8 247.8 (June) 1980
214.2 212.8 . 204.9 . T 217.7 . 1919 '
e‘ 198.2 185.8 - 190.1 195.3 - 1978
157.9 177.2 . 164.4 ~ 181.5 1977
151.2 165.5 155.8 . 170.5 1976
144.4 150.6 . ¥47.6 161.2 1975
183.8 - 137.7 35.6 147 .7 . 1974 -
125.9 123.8 25.6 133.1 1973 ~
122.8 ‘ 119.9 . 121.3 125.3 . 1972
119.% 118.6 118.1 3 121.3 1971
4 113.4 . 1127 113.3 11673 1970
108.7 [ - 107.2 109.0 109.8 1969 +
104.7 . 103.2 - 104.5 104.2 1968
100.0 . 100.0 v 100.0 - 100.0 1967
97.5 - . 97.2 . 97.3 97.2 1966
0 95,9 . ‘95.9 95.6 "94.5 1965
., ~ §'*O 94.3 94.8 92.9 \ 1964
2 92.8 ) 93.0 . = 93.1 91.7 1963
, 91.3 92.5- . 91.8 . 90.6 1962
89.3 90.6 ~90.0 89.6. 1961
87.3 89.6 - 88.7 88.7 - 1960
.85.3 89.6 87.0 87.3 1959
* 8.9 86.0 . 85.4 86.6 1958
80.7 83.3 82.4 . 84.3 1957
77.8 78.8 — 79.5 81.4 ‘ 1956
, 16.7 77.4 77.3 80.2 . 1955 °
76.9 78.3 - 76.8 80.5 - 1954
77.7 79.5 77.0 80.1 1953

/ ; : [

a

-

2In changing to the revised CPI to adiust the estimates of the cost of raising &

A child, the "Persegal and educational expenses” index replaced the "Reading and
recreation” index;'the uverage of the "Personal care” and the "Personal ahd
educational expenses” indexes replaced ihe average of the "Personal care” and the.
"Reading and recreation” indexes. v

sers who do got want to carry out ail the individual “budget items calculationa ‘and _
who are interested only in the annual all budget item totals may use the "All items” '
index without a great deal of distortion from the price adjusteéM totals that are
obtained b2,¢£p1ying the individyal subindexes and then summing over the adjusted
budget ite costs), .

~ .22
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| : ) child; they are too high for example, for the child who reaches

.Y~ 7 . age 18 in June 19§ and too low for the child born at that time.
¢ 7 Y
Wheneconcern is with past or future costs of raising an
individual ehild or a group of children born at a given time,

¥ current dollar  estimates should be used. Current dollar
estimates reflegt .not only changes in costs associated with the
growth of the child and family composition adjustments but also
price changes actually experienced over the 18 years of the
child's life. -Users should, of course, also consider changes

\ - in income that generally coincide with changes in prices when
‘~ ~ interpreting current dollar estimates.

-

‘ ~ .
Table 4 shows current dollar estimates of the cost of raising

a child born in 1960 and in 1979 at the moderate cost level in
- the urban North Central region. The current dollar estimate*

for a calld born in 1960 is $34,274 compared with the constant =,
annual average' 1960 estimate of $25,229 or the constant June N
1980 estimate of $69,232 (table 8)., This current dollar estimate
was calculated ‘by applying the 1960 indexes to the estimated ) 1
costs of the infancy year, the 1961 indexes to the age 1
estimates, and so on for the remaining years and adding to

. , arrive at the total. . '

’

Future costs.--]f users are interested in projecting costs over
the 1life of a child, as in anticipating support costs tQ be
incurred for a particular child, they would want to consider
, projections for future price changea. By assuming a rate of
. future inflation, it is possible tp adjust the cost estimates
- forward and thus arrive at a projected cost to raise a child.
For example, the estimated annual cost of a 5-year-old in an
urban North Central region at the moderate level adjusted to,
. 1979 price levels is $3,065. Assuming an annual rate of
. inflation of 8 percent, the cost in 1984 fer a 5-year—old born
’ in 1979 would become $4,503. To arrive at this figure, inflate .
the estimated annual costpof raising a 5-year-old in 1979 »
dollars, assuming 8 percent annual inflation compounded over

»

- - 5 years--the number of years until the child would reach age 5 -
. 1n/1984. Thus, the projected cost for any given year of age
i specific to prices assumed prevalent in a given year. may be
. represented by the following equation: .7
’ - . \ .
d e CRCp = CRCp (IM+1)"
where: CRC, = future or projécted annual cost of
raising a child of a given age in
a given year . -
-. ‘ . .
CRCp = preagpt cost of raising a child of
that age 'in current dollara .
Il . v
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' .
= assmmed rate of inflation per time
interval .
= nbmber of time intervals fromlpresent ’
to tiwe child will reach that age

- 1

or: $4,503 = $3,065 (1. 08)5 To arrive at a total for 18 .
years, apply the formula for each year.\ For example, assumidﬁ
an annual inflation rate of 8- percent over the first 18 years
of .the child's life, the cost of raising the child born in
1979 in the urban North £entral regipn at the moderate cost
level would be §134,414.” Assuning an annual inflation rat;éf ‘
10 percent would increase this 18-year total to $165,334;
annual 1nflation rate of 12 percenx would increase thqlfotal
to $204,051. : - / \

e

Alternative CPI' s.--Uaers‘have asked if it would be more

appropriate to use the Consumer Price Indexes that are specific
to region to adjust the price levels of the regian--specific
child cost estimates. Use of-the regional CPI's would provide
more precise adjusthent for movements in prices by region than
the indexes in table 3. Similarly, the CPI's that are specific
to metropolitan locations would provide a more precise price
adjustment to child cost estimates that had been adjusted to
corresponding metropolitan location cost differences as
described in the previous section. However, the metropolitan-
specific indexes are not available asés continuous series over
a long period of time, as are those in table 3, and thus do not
allow for adjustments over long time spans, such as the 18 years
of a child's life. Although recent changes in these indexes

will allow their use in the future, the U.S. city average CPI' %

in table 3 are generally applicable to all the child cost
estimates and are mord readily available. They provide a
continuous series covering a substantial time span and are thus
suggested as most appropriate. .

Jimitations of price level adjustments.--Users should be

reminded that pri eveNadjustments only capture changes®in
prices. To the extent thal\ families have changed their
allocation of total resourcey, or have changed their allocation
of tesources among family me or among components of child

, "About the average increase in the Consumer Price Index from

1974 through 1979.

"Lf annual all-item totals are all that are needed, these
calculations can be applied to the annual totals as in this
exanple. ' The item estimate breakdowng in table 4 were arrived
at by carrying out fheqe calculations for each budget item
estimate and then summing. Except for a rounding error, either

method will yield the same totals. -

24
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TABLE 4.--Current dollar estimates! oF cost of raising a child? born in 1960 and In 1979 at the moderate cost
level in the urban North Central region : y

.
»

— x o
‘ : Food Food '
Age of child®~ Total at away -Clothing Housing*® Medical Educa- Transpor: Other’
(years) “home?  from care tion tation Ny
e .ln — e e eem - - l home

. y‘ﬁii;
Cost of raising a child born in 19606\

1960. 42 eneesessss  Under 1 §1,205  .§173 $62  $501 - $59
<1961, iennennnes L/ 1,259 215 . 62 . 505 61
1962, 0 0uepgeesnens - 1,203 216 | 102 447 . - 62
1963, cveecncennnns 1,217 - 219 103 452 64
1964, ciennnnnnceee . 1,303 7 254 - 104 458 65
19650 cesnersinnes 7 1,323 260 105 463 67
I N _ .1,429 265 149 449 © 70
1967 cevunnnnesat 1,529 326 155 - 463 75
1968, .c0eennrennes 1,591, 336 163 482 79
1969, ccseccennsns , 1,677 352 173 513 85
19700 vsacnrcnsnes 10 . 1,840 - 440 180 . 550 90
1971 cenerncnnnness 11 1,916 45] 186 575 96
1972, cieevnsnsonss 12 2,138 481 274 620 99
1973, igenrnnnnns 13 2,3%4 622 284 647 . 103
N 1974 it is 2,609 . _ 714 305 723 112
1975, c0serescnnsas = 15 2,843 , 773 319 800 126
19764 csecsncnseyes 16 3,319 884 458 79, 138
19770 0eensnsnncens 17 3,529 937 T 478 J?41 151

ERpe—

Total J960-77.......:..... » 34,274 7,918 3,662 10[467 1,602

A
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Cost of raising a child born in 19797

1979.......‘....... Und&al $2,972' $450

0 $115 $1,263 $179 0 1 $585 $380
1980 ecoscwecmses 1 3,319 596 0 124 1,364 193 0 - 632 . _ 410
1981.ccceccscssnns’ 2 3,361 644 0 217. 1,295~ 209 0 595 © 401
1982 ce0cccccccans 3 3,627 695" 0 - 234 1,398 224 0 642 - 43T
1983.ccccccencecce 4 4,171 863 $139 253 . , 1,510° . 244 0 6% 468
1984cceescesscence. 5 4,503 932 150 273 1,631 263 ., O 749 505
1985..cceccccssnss 6 5,060 974- 162 409 1,669 284 . $121 809 632
1986.cc0cercccncns 7 5,710 1,297 175 442 . 1,803 307 130 874 682 -
1987 cecevccscososs 8 6,168 1,401 189 478 1,947 + , 331 141 944 - 7137
1988+ ceccicccccne 9 6,661 1,513 204 516 2,103 - 358 152 1,019 796
1989..c0ctecececes 10 7,501 1,943 220 557 - .2,271 386 164 1,101 859
1990, ccceoscccsons 11 8,102 2,098 238 .602 - . 2,453 417 177 1,189 928
1991cececcconncsse 12 9,378" 2,317 307 . 939 2,745 451 191 1,380 .1,048
199240 c00cescnscns 13 10,407 2,782 332 1,014 2,964 487 207 1,490 1,131
1993.ccceccconnccs 14 ‘11,242 3,005 ,358 1,096 3,202 526 223 1,610 . 1,222
199% . eeeisnsossone 15 12,140 3,245 387 1,183 3,458 568 241 1,738 1,320
19950.cssssenccnce 16 14,468 3,923 418 1,768 3,868 613 260 2,069 1,549
19960 cuucerccenes 17 ., 15,624 4,37 451 1,909 4,177 662 281 2,235 1,672
e " .
. 4 7 > D ]
Tatal 1979-96c.cccccccccee 134,416 32,979 3,730 __12,129 41,121 6,703 2,288 20,355% 15,173
J

»

1perived from gable 2 in USDA (8). ,
2Child in famihof hgsband and wife and no more than 5 children.
3 {ncludes home-produced foods and school. lunchess )

. %“Includes shelter, fuel, utilities, household operations, furnishings, and equipment.
“SIncludes personal care, reéreation, reading, and other miscellaneous expenrditures. .
6prices current in the yew?s dpecified; calculated using‘indexes in table 3 and rounded to nearest $l.
7 Inflated from 1979 -constant dollar estimates at annual rate.of 8 percent and rounded to nearest $l. °°

-

-

-
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costs, the price-adjusted estimates of the cost of raising a
'child still reflect only those expenditure patterns as captured
by the original data--patterns of the early 1960's for the
urban and rural nonfsrm estimates and patterns of the early
1970's for the farm estimates. Expenditure patterns tend to be
- relatively stable over time, however, and exwmination of the
data from the 1972-73 Survey of Consumer Expenditures, the most
recent nationwide expenditure survey, indicates that there were
no dramatic changes between the early 1960's (when data used
for the urban and rural nonfarm child cost estimstes were
collected) and 1972-73 (69, 70, 73). It is probably not
unreasonable then to speculate that new estimates of the cost
of raising a child developed on the more. recent data base,
allowing for dati~base and procedural differences, will not be
dramatically different from the current estimates. Therefore,
although users of the current urban and rural nonfarm estimates
are unable to adjust for changes in expenditure patterns and vt c
may only adjust for changes in prices, it is probably reason- '
able to assume that major adjustments are net necessary for
changes in expenditure patterns for families similar to the
original families in the data base. oo

¥
The child costs estimates are derived from data on famii}“
expenditures for a wide variety of goods and services in a given”
year. Most of the data on expenditures were reported in terms
of the family unit in which the child lived. In order to
develop the age-specific estimates of expenditures on children,
it was necessary to define the budget item categories to reflect
expenditures for children age 17 and under. This required
that expenditures for parents or older children be separated
out as accurately as possible and that expenditures for shared .
items be allocated to reflect each family memMer's “share.

The content of each of the categories in the child cost

estimates is described here. Readers are reminded that the urban™
and rural nonfarm estimates were developed from a different.

. data base and with different procedures than the farm child
estimates. Some of these differences are described, but users
should refer to the original references for more detail (3, 6).

Bood at home.--Estimates for food at home were based on the USDA

food plans (20, 22) rather than the CES or FFLES data. The

food plans indicate amounts of food for individuals of different ,
ages and sex at féur cost levels (fee p. 31). They include’

‘estimates for_ll age-sex categories appropriate for children

up to age 18. These plans assume all meals are eaten at home .

Because the child cost estimates also included cost estimates |
of food away from home, the food plan costs were reduced by the - |
proportion of estimated costs for Tood away that, according to

separate analyses, substituted for costs of food at home. The

food plan costs were also adjusted by;;;spomy of scale figures
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« _ (provided with the Jood plané) to reflect the average size of
. - fanilieg with children of each gigggbgge (and sex in the farm
*child esti?ates). -

FoodWijgay from home.--These estimates were based on the child's |\
. -  share of family expendituges forqneals away from home other than
. those at work and at school. (It was assumed that no children
in the age ranges in question were employed and therefore no
. meals at ﬁork were included; meals at school were reflected in
" costs for.food at home.) In the estimates for urban and rural
nonfarm_children, it was assumed that children under 4 years of
age did not eat in restaurants; family costs were allocated on
a per capita basis. In the development of the farm costs, it
was assumed that expenditures for food away were not incurred
. for children under 3 years of age; total family ekpenditures on
food away.were divided among farm family members by assuming
o that family members would consume the same proportion of the
; family food away from homé as of food at home.

.
»le-

-

Clothing.--The estimated costs® for urban and rural nonfarm
children were derived from the actual expenditures for children
- under 2, 2-5, 6-11, 12-15, and 16-17 years of age. In additionm,
. a per capita share of family expenditures for clothing materials
> and services was included. Data used to develop the farm child
) ° estimates, however, were collected only for five age-sex
categories: Infants under 2, females 2-15, males 2-15, females
) 16 and over, and males 16 and dver. Observed expenditures in
- . ) these broad age-sex categoriés thus had to be divided among the
) L4 ’ 11 categories developed for these estimates. Expenditures for
- . o -females 2-15 years old were apportioned to girls 2-5, 6-9,
. . > 10-13, anfl 14-15. Expenditures for girls 16-17 had to be
- - " apportioned from observed totals for females 16 and over. The
‘same was.necessary for the estimates for farm boys. Proportions
. that reflected each family's age-sex composition were developed
" (’ - . in seperate analyses fonuse in dividing the reported expendi-
; °  tures for,the broad age-Bex categories among individual farm
family menbers. . —
. k . Users are reminded that the estimates were derived from Current
" expenditure data. The estimates, therefore, reflected only
clothing purchases during the survey year. Other research has
. indicated that substantial amounts of clothing may be received
--ag gifts or handed down from older children. ° <
’ Housing.--This category included the cqst of the family dwell-
- . .r ing, comprising fuel and utilities, household operations,

. s -

, ®Children's clothing .budgets are available not only for the
%, g = annual cobt as shown in tables 8-10 but also for separate
o clothing categoriés. See references 23-29 and p. 3l.
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furnilhings;’service cshtractsh and equipment. The per child
cost estimates were based on a per capita share of these '
expenditures.

s ’ .
Medicdl care.—-Estimates of the cost of medical care for

children were based on family medical an® demtal expenditures,
including net expenditures for health insurance, hospital-and
physicians' services, eye care, prescriptions, and medical
supplies. Medical costs were divided proportionately among
fanily members based on the age-sex composition of the family
(in the farm estimates) and corresponding to National Health
Survey data on the average distribution of health care expend-
tures by.age-sex categories. Family dental expenses were )
vided equally among family members o%ér 2 years of age in the

arm.estimates. .

Bducation.--Expenditures on education included tuition, books
.and supplies, and fees. For children not living at honme, they
included trapsportation, food, and housing expenses while
attending school. Education costs were based on families whose
oldest child was at least 6 but mot over 17. Although estimates
' . for children under 6 would be zero, this limigation was imposed .
-in order to exclude educational expenses for parents or older
chfldren attending college. Expenses were divided equdlly among
the children 3ged 6 through 17. . -

’

Trapspdrtation.--In .the urban and rural nonfarm estimates, this
.- category included for the purchase and operation of
automobiles and fof public transportation. The child was
assigned a per capita share of expenditures. Transportation
costs for the farm family included current expenges, such as
. vehicle operation, service, and maintenance; public transporta-
tion; and an annual consumption value of owned vehicles defined
as the purchase price divided by egtimated average service of
life - of the vehicle. For purposes of determining proportions !/
of-family costs to be allocated to each child, three age-sex
categories were used: Children 13 an1 under, boys 14-17," and
girls 14-17. The age of 14 appeared to be an appropriate
division for farm children who may be licensed to drive in somé
Stftes at that age. Total family transportation costs were
‘e then dllocated to individuals by using proportions developed
' for each family that reflectedﬂ}es'ffgé and age-sex composition.
'Other .~~In the urban and rural nonfarm estimates, this category
- included the child's per capita share of the family's expend-
itures for personal care, recreation, readiagf'iﬁa;;:;:r
miscellaneous expenditures. No cost was assigned for insurance
_or gifts 'and contributions. In the farm estimates, the other
category included family expenditures on gifts agd contribu-
tions; sewing materials and laundry expenses; migseellaneous
recreational and entertainment expenses; and interest,.service,
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and other tifhnsaction costs. These expendifures were divided
equally among all-family members. In addition, male personal
expenses vwere divided equally among the males and female -
personal expenses were divided equally among the females in .
each family. )

Despite the detail provided by consumer,expenditure survey data
from the CES and the FFLES, it is often tmpossible to isolate
expenditwres on particular items in.the budget or to attribute
expenditures to particular family members. ~Some costs associ-
ated with raising a child of a given age, theugh not’ explicitly
estimated for .that age, are allocated among family members and

are thus implicitly included in the costs over the age span.
For example, the costs of having a child are not estimated as
% lump sum assigned to the first year of life. Pamily expenéi-
tures for medical care, medical insurance premiums, and
furnishings ,and equipment are apportioned among family members.
Items purchased in the preceding year,in anticipatjon of the
birth in the survey year are not tncluded. Costs for infants'’
clothing could be identified and therefore were included in the
first year. On the other hand, expenditurea for -aternity
clothing ¢ould not be separated fro- total costs for women's
clothing. The Health Insurance Institute (64) has developed
estimates of the cost of having a baby (see p. 32). It would
be appropriate, however, to assume that such costs should be
afded to the USDA child cost estimates.-.Adding what can be
accepted as the avergge cost of birth would create considerable
duplication, particularly if the costs included purchases for
the first child, such ap nursery furnishings that likely would
not be incurred for the second or third child.

Users oﬁ‘en k where child care costs are reflected. Reported
expenditures for child care_could not be explicitly separated )
from teported expenditures that, as 8 group, were most appropri-
ately included under housing-related services. To the extent
that child Rare‘costs were incurred and reported by the families
in the original sample, they were included and apportioned *
equally among family members under the housing category.

Sb-e costs are beyond the age range of the eltiidfes and clearly

.are bt included.” Costs for higher education are not included

and may, therefore, be appropriately added (see p. 35). In
addition, cpets associated with family circumstances that are

) different from those in the original data may also be consideréd

(see p. '32)., For exapple, sinfle< or working-parent faliliee
may want ;o consider other costs, such as child care. -

'l‘he cost estimates of raising urban and rural nonfarh children
reflect average costs per child in families with not more than
five children. Size-specific estimates developed for two-, )

. three~, four-, and five-child families indicate tbq% total costs
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+  per child decrease as family size increases (6, 7). Per child
costs in five~child families gverage from 20 to 24 percent below
those in two-child families. Cost differences betweén two- and

s . three-child families and between three- and four-child families
are about the same, ranging between 7 and 12 pemgent. Costs
between four- and five—child families decrease :ﬁix 4 or 5
percent.

‘ ) , . .
Costs for each item in the budget, however, do not change
- -~ ,» consistently with changes’ in family size. Per child food costs
. decrease less than do_othér dosts when family size increases.
Although there are some savings in buying and cooking for a
larger Jamily, requirements increase in almost direct ratio to
the ndkber of children. Food costs per child are 12 to 13
v percent legs in a five-child family than in a two-child family. -
Per child/housing and transportation costs, on the other hand,
greatest decreases When family size dpcreases. Much-
space is used in common, ;and automobilé trips.serve
than one child, In these categories, costs per child in
: a five-child family may be as much as one-third' less than in a
L] two—child family. '

\
Because the faaily s ze-specific estimates were developed for
only a few of the regton-urbanization categories, users often
ask how the estimates for children in urban and rural nonf
families of average size (tables 8 and 9) can be adjusted to
reflect differences in family-size. Although the percentage -
differences due to family size as indicated by the estimates
v ke specific to family size are not directly applicable to the
. . estimates for all families, they do indicates adjustments that
can be made. However, to apply the percentage differences from
the size-specific estimates to the estimates for all families,
- it is necessary to accept a generalization about the family
size underlying the edtimates for all families.

. - Y
s Most families ‘whose expenditure patterns formed the basis of
. the estimates had three or four children.- the average, the

estimates for wery young children (the fitst 2 years) and for
older children ges“b and 17) were based on expenditure .
patterns of families with three children, whereas the estimates
fdr other agep—€2~15) were based on families with an average
closer to fouk children, reflecting changes'in family size
coincident with the family life cycle. For example, the average
size of families whose expenditures:-formed the. basis of the
estimdtes for urban 10-year—olds was 5.6 to 5.8 depending on

‘\ ' _.the region gnd 5.9 to 6.0 in the estimates for rural nonfarm

. 10~year-olds (6). Given this generalization and the percentage
w differences between families of different sizes as indicated by

the size-specific estimates, the estimate for a 10-year-old urban
or rfiral nonfars child, for exsmple, could be increased by 7 to
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L 712 percent for a family with three children and decreased by & to

*5 percent for a fa-tly with five children.

Table 5 ohowa adjustment that';Zn be made to the age-specific
estimates from tables 8 and 9 to reflect differences in fanily
size. These adjustmenits\are very general and, like the
adjustment for estimating the liberal cost level from the
moderate cost level, are best applied only to the annual all-

., dtem totals and not to the estimates for individual budget ’
items or thdir totals. They are not appropriwte for use with
the farm child estimates fron table 10. .

Users also often ask whether the estimates are additive; that
is, if the age<@pécific per child estimates can be added
together to obtash a total cost of families with a given number
of children. Generally, for families of a size similar to that
of the o ginal data families (husband, wife, and three gb four

, childr » the estimates are probably additive. As fani y size

departf from five or six persons (three or four children),

+errors will be most substantial for those items in the budget
more subject to savings due to economies of scale--housing and
transportatfon-—which are based on per person expenditures in
the urban and rural nonfarn child estimates.

Families Facing Change Users often request- information on the use and interpretation

]

of the child cost statistics in situations where it is necessary
to estimate costs for families anticipating change, such as the
arrival or departure of family members or the separation of

an existing household into two. Confusion may result aboat the
(appropriateneoo of the estimates in such circumstances and the
factors that need to be considered. » .

The USDA cost estimates of raising a child are average rather
than marginal. Average costs reflect the longrun expenditures
of families yith varying age and sex compositions and are based
on data fromfsome families making adjustments in the survey
year and otMers not. Marginal cost estimates, on the other
hand, reflect incremental changes in family expenditures or
changes in income nec¢ssary to maintain(a level of living when
there is a change in family structure,"nd they are based on the
differences in etpenditurec of famjliey of differing sizes.
Average cost estimates emphasize gxpenditures for individual
children or their share of family costs, whereas marginal cost
estimates emphasize changes in total family expenditures.

- For example, family fqod expenditures may actually decrease
vith the addition of a child because of changes in eating
patterns~~less expensive foods may be prepared and eating out
may be curtailed. This incremental or marginal value, however,
is not a reflectanp of the cost of food for a child. The USDA

* average cost estimstes include costs incurred for individual

, 3 4 ’ , 27
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TABLE 5.--Adjustments for family size to be applied to age-specific estimates of the cost of raising urban

L 4

and rural nonfara children

P4

- —
4 >3

’ ;
. Family size 2

> Age of
child S .
% ~ 4 5 ) -6 7
(3 children) (4 children)

(2 children)

3

v li”mil(l

(5 children) 4

Less than l....

. Subtract 7-12 percent

v

0

Add 7-12 percent No change Subtract 11-17 percent
ledessssecsoces Add 7-12 percent No change Subtract 712 percent Subtract 11-17 perceat
2-15.000000000e Add 14-24 percent Add 7-12 percent No change Subtract 4-5 percent
1617 Sveecennss Add 7-12 percent No change Subtract 7-12 percent Sgbtract 11-17 percent
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(X4 . 4 3
r
35 -
) }
./’ ) 36 “




children as well as their share of family overhead costs. As
a.resulf, a family that adds a child to.its household would not
necessarily expect to have its expenses increased by the total
costs shown in the tables, nor would a family whose oldest child

leaves home necessarily have its expenses decreased by the total
value of the estimated cost for a 17-year-old.

Fami{lies experience change and fmake adjustments in many ways.
Consequently, margipil costs cquld be substantially higher or
lower than average costs depending on what change is specified
and from what position the family is starting. For example,
housing and transportation costs could increase very little

with the addition of a child. the other hand, if the
addit:& a child resulted in\the family's moving into differ-
ent h or otherwise making \a substantial change in living
arrangements, costs could incredse dramatically. Changes in the
age of children affect costs per|child, as do changes in family
gize. Thus, more living space may be needed even if there has
been no change in family size. ' )

The chofce of average or marginaﬂ cost estimaYes will depend on
“the ‘uses and interpretations desired. Researchers interested
in explaining fertility behavior and the development of human
capital find marginal cost estimates relevant (33, 39, 41-44).

In this vein, Espenshade (33), Lindert (39), and Turchi jﬁzf
approached the estimation of marginal costs with different
procedures. Policymakers interested in estimating incremental
¢osts incurred by families takingrin foster children would want

to consider both average. and marginal costs (9).

In child support costs, the distinction may be more difficult, = .
Although an estimate of the incremental cost of taking custody

- of a child is appealing, there are limitations. There may- be
difficulties, for example, in.determining which family member
should be regarded as marginal. Shoyld the children be consid-
ered marginal mémbers of the custodial parent's household?. In .
such cases, the custodial parent would be responsible for the
full overhead cost and-receive no benefit from economies of
scale for goods of which the-child might consume a major share.
On the other hand, should the parent be considered the marginal
sember and therefore imply thgt e¢hild support payments should ~
cover the entire overhead cost? For example, considering the
child as the marginal member would imply that the cost of N
housing the child would be the value of the increase in housing
expenditures incurred if the custodial parent found it necessary
to move to a larger dwelling. That cost, however, would reflect
only the extra space purchaoed_hx\E::ei:::eaoed expenditure,
such as an additional bedroom, not rhead cost of the
other parts of the unit, such as the kitchen and-living room,
which the child also uses. In estimating child eup;:;!t.




average and marginal ecosts differ in the implications regarding
.who shall bear the costs.

Use of the estimates in child support situations pages other
difficulties, particularly because the estimates reflect
expenditure patterns of intact husband and wife families. For

example, the choice of cost level of/;ﬁe estimates, as indicated

in table 1, i based on family size apgd income. When a family
separates, however, a total income that previously supported
one family unit will be used to support two. Overhead costs
incurred on the basis of that resource level, such as for
housing, will increase. Additibnal costs associated with main-
taining two households will be incurred. When available, actual
costs that will be incurred, particularly for housing, should
replace the estimated costs. Users, of course, must evaluate
the specifics of their own situations and decide at what level
children should and, practically, can be supported, and how the
costs will be divided. The estimates. cannot address such

- issues, but they can provide general guidelines on costs that

may be incurred and how they vary with age of the child.

,
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OTl'!ER ISSUES RELATED;O THE COST OF RAISING A CHILD
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Users of the child cost estimates often inquire about additional
materials fo aid in the use and interpretation of the data. The
following fmaterials provide supplementary detail on particular
items in fhe budget or extend the use of the estimates to other’
relevant fopics. T . '

USDA Budgets for — The chilf rearing estimates are cost budgets. They do. not
Foogdelothino . provide Anformation on the‘ quantity or_quality of items actually
g purchased or needed to attain a given cost level or standard
_of adequacy. The USDA budgets for food and clothing, however,

: {rovide information-on quantities of food and clothing as-well
8 costs. These budgets and the child estimates are at similar
cost levels. v " o

C’\

The food budgets or plans produced by the USDA Consumer' Nutri-
tion Center take into agcount.current information on nutritional
needs and food consumption patterns as well as the nutritional
A content, and prices of food. The food plans specify the amounts . . _ |
’ " of foodyin 11 food groups needed to; provide nutritionally B
adequate diets for persons in 20 age-sex groupa‘atiﬁ cost
levels—thrifty, lbw, moderate, and liberal {20, 22). A plan
for any family can be determined’ by adding amounts of foods
suggested for persons of the age and sex of family members (21).
. The costs of the plans for the U.S. average are released monthly
- and published quarterly in Family Economics Review. Costs,
- specific to'the four regions are published in the summer issues
of Family Economics Review. -\ ’

Cost and quhntigy budgets for clothing were devl&oped by ghe )
USDA Family Economics Research Group in two studies based]on the
! same data used for the cost estimateg of raising a child.f The A
1960-61 CES data provided the basid for estimates of the nnual
costs of clothing for 21, categories of individuals,-based on
age, sex, and marital and employment status, and by urbani- .
zation, region, and cost level (23, 24, 26). The 1973 FHLES
data provided the basis for annual cost estimates for farm
children and adults for six clothing categories (28, 29).
Estimates for farm children were published in the winter 1979
issue of Family Economics Review; estimates for farm gdults
appeared in the summer 1979 issué.’ Clothing quantity budgets
(25) ‘and an interactive computer program for wardrobe replacement -
S planning (27) were also developed using the 1960-61 CES.

< . . :
Indirect Costs The estimates include only direct, out-of-pocket costs incurred -
’ v as reflected by actual expenditure datd. No account is made for
the value of time or personal gervices performed by family ‘
members, for the value of earnings foregone in time spent .
raising children, or for the impact-on career opportunities and
develgpment due to time out of" the laboy force. Reed and ..
McIntosh (42) and Espenshade (34) combined the USDA direct cost-

®
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?\\; ' " - estimates with idﬂependent estimates of the indirect costs and -
‘ . concluded that the letter repswsented as much as ‘two-thirds of
. ‘ , ‘the total costs. . . tt o
{ f‘f\—\ ) "' ' Researchers (30-45) interested in human capital, labor force ' .

“participation, fertility behavior, and interfamily and intra- .
. family tran$fers have taken into account the value of the
I indirect costs of childten. Usprs interested in the topic will
. . find Espenshade's (34) nonog:,ﬁi«q&tintereeting discussion
. actual ang perceived values and’costs of children in the, less
develqped countries and the United States. ..Users will also L
find the references by Walker ‘and Woods (45) Culley et al. !
gl). Hawrylshyn (_Ep, and Hefferan (36) of 1ntereet.,

mcw.g' - . The esti-,ated costs of raising urban and rural- nonfam children
American Family . are based on dgta collected in 1960-61 from. husband
\ families with not more than five children and no other irsofis

) . present.. The families'generally tended to have three and more
T S ?of%en four children. Total costs per child over the 18-year
Y , spen represented by ‘the estimates in constant 1960-61 dg&lsrs
consumed 15 to 17 percent of the family income. It 1is probably
reasonable to assume that most of thesé nuclear families vere
. A . also single-earner families. . . . .
. - Y b
) ' . The family has experienced dramatic chahges since the early
# 0's. References 46~63 document and discuss the impact of
some of these changes. When the child cost estimates are used
h as guidelines for families of types other than the nuclear
structure underlying the esti'ates, asers should congider how
‘ﬁ\ . ’ . .specific circumstances might differ from those of the original -
T . data families. Families of differing structure are likely to
’ have different’ spending patterns, which may affect total costs .
as. well as costs for specific categories. For example, expenses
for transportation are affected by the number of full-time
- earners employed outside the home. Many costs that were likely
hidden or indirect for the one-earner nuclear family typfcal -
of the 1960's may be explicit, direct costs today. Child care
costs are an 1deal example. In many situations, .users may be
advised to add explicit child care costs to the baseline esti~ -
~ nntes, using actual expenses or guidance from the information )
) . on child care costs (p. 33). In addition, indirect costs have
geneq;lly taken on greater importance. As ‘more women enter
) the labor force or become eligible for better peying positians \
and as it becomes Wore essential for parents to work outside
) the hone,,the ecovomic value of time is more likely to be taken
) into consideration. As a result, the opportunity costs involved -
- . ' < 'with remaining home to care for their children are perceived by
families as more important. - .

-

.&mofl'hvinglsﬁyl' A 1978 'study by the Health Iné(lreﬁee Institute (6Z~) estimated
> . the cost of having a baby to be’ abaut $24170 to, $2,220. ~This -

; | ) v’ ' ."‘ - 1 * ‘ T
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éstimate included $888 for hospital care, $518-$568 Yor medical
care, and $762 for the layette, which included $397 for nursery
furnishings, identified as optional. Costs for maternity
clothes and such unusual expenses as drugs were not includeg

Data sources for the report were the Health Insurance Associa-
tion of America, “Bedical Economics,” the Children's Bumeau of
the U.S. Department of Health, Education and Welfare (now Health

- and Human Services), tﬁé‘ﬂealth Insurance Institute, and a

.children's clothing manufacturer. 2 ‘
- ® \

“Data from the 1972-73 Consumer Expenditure Survey provide

detailed information on child care expenditures made by families
with at least ‘one member under age 6. Included are expenditures
for babysitting, day care centers, private nursery schogl or -
kindergarten.or both, and public nursery school or kindérgarten
or both. .These expenditures record, ozxkterage, how families
spend the hild care dollars but do not necessarijg reflect
actual chilW care uaxge. Families reporting little or no ¢hild
care expenditures may rely en child.care services provided free
of charge by felatives, friends, derally funded day care
centers.v .

Of tie fdgfiies surveyed who had at least one member under age

" 6, three out of five paid for at laast one form of child care.

Most of these families (95 percent) reported babysitting expend-

itures. Much smaller percentages of the,sample reported expendi-'~

tures for private schooling, public schooling, or day care
centers—13, -4, and 2 percent, respectively. Of all the
families that rdported babysitting, four out of five tepgrted
no other form of child care expenditures. The average annual
eﬁpenditure for babysitting ($532) was highest, fo}llowed by day
care (SATI), paivate nurssery gchool or kindergarten or both-
($374), and public nursery school or, kindergarten or both -

1
(8154). 3 . .

A greaterlpercentage of husbandwife families than' single- .
parent families reported child care expenses, although single-
parent families averaged considerably larger expense (table 6).

Single-parent families averaged $847 annually for child care-- ]

69 percent mere thar husband-wife families. In additiom,. .
single-parent families averaged lower total expenditures than
husband-wife families.” Ag a result, child care expenses
claimed more than 7 percent df .the.single-parent family's total
expenditures compared with legs’ than 3 percent of the husband-

_vife family's total expenditures.

4

.

SThis section 1s reprinted from Epste1n<and Jennings (85).
1-Figures frof that article have been updated to June 1980 price
levels. . (
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, TABLE 6.--Spend1ng for ¢hild care by famtlies with at least 1 member under 6 yearsl .
. . ] “‘k . .
. ’ Number of. . Expenditures for child care
- . . families Proportion~of :
Family type with at least families . o
) >y 1 member ~ reporting, Average annual As proportion
. - under 6 . amount! of all family
. spending®’
Thousands . Percent Dollars ' Percent
. ' . . - !
: : - /
All fanilies................ 13’5}70 Fa 60 o 537 2.9
Husband-wife family....... 11,814 " 62 ‘o 502 2.6
No!:lblackooooo.oooo‘ooooooo 10,633 - 63 484 205
Black................... . 1’180 50 s 699 3.9
Wife employedeicececceqe 5,022 71 B <739 3.9
’ Wife not employed..cece. 6,536 55 258 1.3
Single-parent family...... 1,756 ° ‘ 48 847 7.3
Nonblack.........“..... . 1’116 54 = o 949 7.9
Bla'ck..............‘..... ’ 641 39 ’ ) N 599 5.7
- Patent ‘emloyedo ess 00 982 ¢ 63 1,026 884
© Parent not employed..eo.. = 736 , 27 : 227 2.5

.

Yhata derived from Public Use Tapes, Consumer Expenditure Survey--1972-73, U.S. Department of Labor,
Bureau of Labor Statistics. All expenditure averages are based on only those families reporting
child.care expenditures. . Figures are updated to June 1980gprices. .

2Inc_ludes spending for food, alcholicgbeverages, tobacco products,‘housing, clothing, drycleaning and
laundry, transportation, health care, personal tare, recreation, reading, education, and miscellaneous;

" excludes personal ‘insurance, retirement, pensions,’gifts,'and contributions. .
' 43

Source: Updated/?}om Epstein and Jennings (65). . \
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Families with child care expenses weré more likely than families
without child care expenses to have higher incomes, higher total
family expenditures, and a working wife or working single .
parent. Total expenditures for families with child care expendi-
tures averaged $19,240 for husband-wife families and $11,539 for
single-parent families. In comparison, total expenditures for
families with no child care expenditured averaged $15,110 for
husband-wife families and $9,143 for single-parent families.

About 50_pereent of husband-wife families with child care

_ expenses had working wives compared witp- 32 pkrcent .of families

-,

" care as familie

without child care expenses. In both dases, approximately twice
as many wiyes'worked full time rather. than part time. ' The
presence of a working wife affected the amount spent on child
care, ,with famllies averaging $481 more on child care when tbe
wife worked,than when she did not work. Families in which the
wife worked full time paid more than twice as much for child
gE»in which the wife worked pirt time. Among
lies, about 73 percent of the parents with

single-parent

child care expf¥nses worked compaaed with 40 percent of parents -
withbut child fare expenses. The' employed single parents spent .~
the most ($1,026) for child care, or 8 percent of their total ‘-

tures. ' .

-~

Single-pa pt families were much more likely to have other
Telatives present in thé household than the husband-wife family
2 percent compared with.7 percent Y Of single-parent families
h ‘other relatives present, only 22 percent reported child .
care expenditures at an annual average of $417, whereas 56 per-

' ceff®of single-parent families with no other relatives present

reported auch.expenditures at an annual average of $894.

, Cost estiuates of tuition, fees, and board and room for institu—

FS 21

tions of higher education are available from the National Center
for Education Statistics, U.S. Department of Education (67). )
Estimates for the 1979- 80 academic year are shown in table %
Another publication from the same Center projects costs at three
levels to the 1988-89 academic year (66). »

L
Budget estimates are also publighed by the U.S. Department of
Labor's Bureau of Labor Statistics. They ceﬁ%r all the outlays

"made by a family (71, 72). They are designed to represent the ° -

costs of hypothetical 1ists of goods and services specified *
pbrtray three relative levels of living--lower, intérmedfate, = ",
and higher. The budget-costs are periodically priced for 25 ’
urban areas (74).

o

?e USDA estimates differ from the BLS budgets in that the
ormer estifiates focus on specific expenditure categories. They
reflect the spending patterns of actual fagilkes at specified-

. cost levels rather than a specified list of goods and services

as ig the BLS budgets. In addition, the USDA estimates focus
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TABLE 7.--Estimated tuition and fees and

. L

4
LY

board and r
© 1979-80

£

d room-rates in institutions o

LY

I -

f>higher education,

™7

e
Type and control

ition ‘and

Board

Dofmitory - Total tuitiom,’ board, _

of institutions required fees (7-daey basis) rooms and room , N
. - : v :- * . 'a-\ R » ." "‘.
Al1l public institutions......oene . - $593° ° <$852 $705 , ° $2,150 v
Univeraities....oo-coooooooooooo . R 824 ’ L B 885 -~ 737 2’446
Othel‘ 16 yearoooooooooooo'oooo_':- " §57 ’ n 817 . - .~692 2’166 '
2xearooooooooooooooo:;ooo_-o.o‘oo' 379 8.52‘. 572 1,803 ‘-
Al nonpublic institutions....eee. 3,044 - , 985 850 . 4,879
Universities'ooooooooooooooooooo 3,971 » 1,113 1’025 6',109 -~
Other a y‘w'................... 2’793 . 928 774. . 4’4.95
‘2 year.'........7'......'...-...' 1’923 944 : \ 778 ' ’ 3’645
» ~ﬁl * o d

Source: Grant and Biden (67, table 133, p.- 144).

" - L 4
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on individuals ;)z different age and sex, liviag in urban, rural
nonfarm, and fapm families 6f average size. The BLS budgets
represent a precisely specified urban family of four: A)husband
age 38, his unepiployed wife, a girl of 8, and a boy of 13.

An equivalence pcale accompanies the BLS. budgets so that users

can estimate the budget costs for families of other sizes and
compositions (68)% -
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TABLE 8.--Annual coet of r&ﬂﬂﬁn urban child! from birth to lgg 18 by age

»

APPENDIX

L 4

(June 1980 priae levels)?

-

-

at 3 cost levels in 4 ;esionﬂ

: . . South r’ )
. -
f ) Ly + -~
. Food : .
Cost level and Food avay Medical Educa- Trans-
" agéd of child Total at from Clothing Housing care tion por- Other®
— (yests) home home - - tation & .
t
»» ‘Econowmy: - '
Under losevevennennss $1,784 $327 0 $76 $718 $88 0 $400  §175
Livadsinsanangonsonns 1,849 392 0 76 718 88 0 - 400 175
p 2 T 1,667 392 0 - 91 606 88 0. 334 156
. 4=51crecncsccscnasene 1,756 436 $45 91 606 88 0 734 156 .
Becsersnosnaconsnsorse 1,789 436 23 152 - 584’ 88 $20 311 175
7-9.ciiesiiennneenes 1,876 523 23 152 584 88 20 . 311, 175
+ 10-1liugessenescecess * 1,963 610 23 152 584 88 * 20 311 175
120eesedorancensnone 2,090 610 45 212 606 88 20 334 175
- 13-15000npcetronnenes 2,134 654 45 212 606 88 20 334 175
16=17v0tetennensonens 2,243 763 .45 212 606 88 ., 20 334 175
- 4 B
Totaleessoeransess 34,800 9,698 498 2,700 1,000 1,584 240 6,006 3,074
Low: - a
Under lovvesrronsnnes 2,491 414 .0 106 1,055 154 0 489 273
2,578 501 0 106 1,055 154 0 489 273
b P 2,318 479 0 152 898 132 -0 423 234
45 itveesencraranane 2,429 545 - 45 152 898 132 0 423 23%
Bororrrocrarroronnone 2,414 545 45 212 786 132 41 400 253
79 eetertessrocorannne 2,501 ¢ 632 45 212 786 132 41 400 253
10-110nneens Ngaye s 2,610 741 45 212 786 132 41 400 253 ™™
Fevessrqrosaconnonns 2,796 . 741 68 288 808 132 41 445 2713
R & T 1 T S 2,883 828 +68 288 808 132 41 445 273 "
16=170eeusentoncoanns 3,102 ° 937 . 68 334 831 132 4] 467 292
. py :
Total..o....aqie. 47,3497 11,985 768 3,912 15,312 * 2,420 492 7,784 4,676
Moderate: N 4 »
Under leevereenconnes 76 523 0 136 1,594 21 0 734 468
Levensnsncnsnnsnnnes ,785 632 0 " '136 1,594 ;l 0 734 468
kPR 3,550 610 0 212 1,414 1 0. 645 448
G=5ernenrernscakoneon 3,728 675 113 212 1,616 221 0 645 448
, Brosnorencnnernnanss 3,920 675 135 _ 288 1,347 221 122 645 48
794 eeeenvacnsconisnes 4,051 806 135 288 1,347 221 122 645 487
10-11eerensrennnnanes 4,226 981 . 135° 288 1,347 4 221 122 655 487
1200 eetennsocnnnnsnne 4,513 981 58 - 424 1,392 221 122 689 526
I3-1500c0ncncrsonnses 4,643 1,111 1 424 1,392 221 122 689 526
e16=170eencrnrnrnnones 5,006 1,220 15 546 .1,431 " 221 122 756 546
Total.ueeeeeneesss 74,998 15,534 1,984 5,635 . 25,368 ~ 3,978 1,466 12,186 8,846
“$ .

S

. e ]
1Child in a family of husband and wife and no more than S children...

2¢osts were updated from estimates in table 2 of "

st of raising a child--Derived from 1960-61

Survey of Consumer Expenditures, detail tables,” CFE(Adm.)-318, 1971, Agricultural Research Service,

USDA (8).

Indexes used are shown fn table 3 of this

3Includes home-produced food and school lunches.
“Includes shelter, fue], utilities, household operations, furnishings, and equipment.
SIncludes personal care, recreation; -reading, and miscellaneous expenditures.

. )

-

AL

ERIC .~

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ide.

Estimates rounded to nearest $1.
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

TABLE 8.-—-Annual cost of raising an urb.n child! tro- birth to age 18 by age at 3 c‘{st levels in &4 regions

o

(June 1980 price levels)? --Continued

- -

/ B .
R West
“ Po'od \!/ .
Cost level-and ‘Food |  away Medical Educa- Trans= ‘
age of child .Total ° at from - Clothing Bousing“ care tion por- OtherS
{years) . home® home, ' - tation —
- = - .
Economy : . ‘. ¥ .
Under licsessseseeess $1,880 $349 0 $61 $763 $154 0 §378 $175
) P 1,967 436 0 61 763 © 154 0 378 175
2-3eceepecessescssnns 1,801 414 0 91 674 132 0 334 156
LS T AN 1,911 ° 479 7 ;845 91 674 132 0 334 156
Bosessssocrssonenssns 1,949 479 45 136 651 132 $20 311 175
794 cteseesnscscsesees » 2,058 588 45 136 651 132 "20 , 311 125
10-1lesecocscsvsscons 2,145 675 45. 136 651 132 20 31l 175
120000eedscccvccsonss 2,266 697 45 212 674 132 20 311 175 .-
13-15................ 2,332 763 © 45 212 2 674 132 20 311 173
1617000 eteenneennnes 2,486 872 45 212 674 154 » 334 175
Totaleeecsoecssess 37,918 10,894 630 2,574° 12,172 2,464 240 5,870 3,074 . .
Low: * - = . ' -
Under lecescscscocons 2,588 436 0 91 1,078 176 0 534 273 ’
Jeosesooostonsrvosnne 2,697 545 0 91 1,078 176 0 534 273
2=3iterrenrcrrasseves . 2,518 523 0 136 943 176 0 467 273 -
L T 2,651 588 68 136 943 176 0 467 273
Goossvsrncsnsornsnse 2,699 588 68 212 876 176 20 467 292
7= ¢ eovoonsssssvomsee 2,808 697 68 212 876 o 176 20 467 292
To10=1leevennsiecercess - 2,939 828 68 T212 876 176- 20 c467 292
1200000000 00ess0snnne 3,123 850 90 288 . 898 176 20 489 312
13=1500ecevenccagoees 3,188 915 90 288 . 898 176 20 489 312
1617 ceseconnsnccnnes 3,450 1,046 113 288 920 176 20 556 331 =
Total.evevesseeess 52,211 13,225 1,130 - 3,726 16,616 3,168 240 8,806 5,300
Moderate:
U ) T 3,618 523 0 121 1,549 243 0 134 448
3,749 654 0 121 1,549 263 0 734 448.
2=34s0ssrcsrtsnssrnne 3,557 632 0 197 1,392 243 0 645 4487
4=5ceesrssrsrensssnse 3,779 719 135 197 1,392 243 0 . 645 448
T PN 4,030 697 158 288 1,369 243 101 667 507
7=9cetesssncsrssosnee 4,183 850 158 288 1,369 243 101 . - 66%* 507
10-11eseeoessonnseoss 4,379 1,046 158, 288 1,369 243 101 667 507
12000000essescncsnnes 4,631 1,046 158 409 | 1,414 243 101 L7134 526
13=15¢00cecsecesenses 4,740 1,155 ™158 409 l’bg 243 101 134 526
1617 cseocovessosnnns 5,214 1,307 180 515 174 243 101 801 585
Total.essessseesss 76,655 16,343 2,210 . 5,424 25,500 4,374 1,212 12,588 9,004
l(!h:Llcl in a femily of ,husband and wife and no more than 5 children.
2 Costs were updated fro- estimites in table 2 of "Cost of raising a child--Derived from 1960-61
ey of Consumer Expenditure., -detail tables,” CFE(Adm.)-318, 1971, Agriculgural Research Service,
(8). Indexes used are shown in table 3 of this guide. Estintes rounded to nearest $1.
ZIncludu home—produced food and school lunches. N
I 1udll shelter, fuel, utilities, household operations, furniphings, and equipment. .
5 Includ,u personal care, recreation, reading, and miscellaneous expendMures.
. - » .
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TABLE 8.--Annual cost of ruung an urben child‘ from birth to age 18 by age at

-

3 cost levels in 4 regions

;. “ (June 1980 price lenln) ntinued
v
. /-‘ ’ y llortheut R
i ‘ D :
4 El rood * ' '. . ‘
- Cost, level and “Food = away . ' Medical Educa- Trabs- .
| age of child Total st _from  Clothing  Housing care tion por-  Other
t (years) home®  home 4 tation
i M A
- g L] ’ » '
Q_!comqy: ). o
‘Undex lo.....oiiee. 1,571 $370 0 861" , S674° $88 0 $222  $156
R 1,637 436. 0 .+ 61 674 88 0 < 222 156
) 223 eeeenenesrseeese 1,592 " 436 0 106 . 606 88 0 200 156
L T 1,680 479 $45 106 - 606 -88 ] 200 156
Bueveorearensseooncnes 1,702 479 45 152 584> 88 $20 178 156
T=9uiveeoncnroosnssas . 1,790° 567 45 ‘152 584 88 20 178 156
40=1leseereororsrsees ° 1,898 675 45 152 584 88 20- 178 156
d20eecenonosonsnsoces 1,957 697 45 167 606 88 20 178 | 156
13=150000eennnnncenns + 2,023 763 45 167 606 88 20 © 178 156
PN 12 ¥ P 2,215 850 45 227. 629 88 20 200 156
, Total.eoeeeesioess 33,076 10,852 630 2,580 10,958 1,586 . 240 3,424 2,808
Low: " .

. Under levveeroeenenss 2,133 458 0 '91- v 943 132 0’ 334 175
2,220 545 0 9p 943 132 . 0 334 175
2=3ueiereecncosareess 2,085 - 545 0 136 ' ~808 110 0 311 175
B=5u0ereonavoonnnsine 2,195 610 45 136 808 110 0 311 175
Geveererronnsoenssene 2,207 610 45 197 741 110 20 289 195,
P2 2,31 719 45 197 741 110 20 289 195
10-11eeeronernececnes 2,447 850 45 197 741 110 20 289 195

3t 12c00vevevnsnsecncese 2,616 872 45 258 763 . 110 20 334 214
13-15.ceuuiseceseees 2,681 937 45 258 763 110 20 33 . 214

- 1 Y 2,884 1,068 45 288 763 110 20 356 234

Total.eosenssses.. 43,389 13,599 630 3,516 14,142 2,024 240 5,694 3,544
Moderate: . . ' :
Under lovenvwenvonons 3,360 67 , O 121 1,504. 198 0 600 370
RN 3,690 697 0 121 1,504 198 0 600 370
2o3ueerrrencsiononens 3,400 675 0 212 1,369 198 0 556 390
4=5.000errniionneeees  3,601° 763 113 ) 212 1,369 198 . 0 556 390
6ovorernornsrarenress 3,836 763 135 288 1,347 198 101 556 448
72 TN 3,988 915 135 288 1,347 198, 101 556 448
T 10=1leseeeeeoesnenene 4,186 1,111 . 135 288 1,367 -+ 198 . 101 556. 448
12000sensvencocnnvens 4,452 1,111 135 424 1,392 198 / 101. 623 °* 468
13-1500ueeencocesioes 4,583 1,242 135 424 4,392 198 101 . 623 468
16170 0veecsmennnoses 4,929 1?573 158 531 1,414 198 101: 667 487
[ - - - 4 .
Total..ooeeoowssss 73,079 17,453 1,892 5,576 24,962 3,54 1,212 10,586 7,834

X

\

~ 1child in & fewily of husband-and wife and no more than /5 children.
2 costs were updated from estimstes in table 2 of "Cost of raising & child——Derived from 1960-61

" Survey of Consumer Expenditurea, dotail%Xables,”

USDA (8).

3 IncIudes home-produced food and school lunches.
“ Includes shelter; fuel, utilities, househald operastions, furnilhingl and equipment.
Inclndu per-oml care, recreation; reading, and miscellaneous expenditures. .
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Indexes used uge shown in table 3 of this guide.
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TABLE 8.—Annual cost of raising an urban child! from birgh to age 18 by age at 3 cost levels in 4 regions
‘/(Jm 1980 price levels)“—Continued

.
s

s North Central

. - - .

) . - Food - \
Cost level and ' : Food avay Medical . Educa- Trans~
- i age of child Total at \ from Clothing Bouaing“ . care . tiom por- . Other’
. (years) . , home 3 home .- . . _tatioh -
! _ il
Economy: . ‘ -
. Under l.osocoeocnnnnns $1,881 $349 0 $61 ‘ $786° $110 0 $400. $175
" lecsveccsscsssocncnne 1,946 414 0 - 61 ¢ 786 ° 11¢ 0 400 - 175
b 1,764 414 0 M 76 674 110 -0 . 33 156
B=500000eists00nsenns 1,853 458 $45 76 674 110 ‘0 334 156 N
. Bessersensescssssssee 1,927 458 45 . 136 651 . 110 $41 311 175
v 79 etct0s00000000000 2,014 545 45 136 651 110 41 3.11 175 .
10-1dssenscacecanesee - 2,123 654. 45 136 . , ‘651 110 41 311 175
‘ | 2,184 654 45 197 651 L0 / ' 41 o3 175
13=150ceececcssccsces 2,249 719 45 197 651 110 41 311 175
167170 0leneehoceenes 2,419 806 45 212- 696 + * - 110 7 41 33% 175
- < +
Totalesesosossoons 37,045 ~~107331 630 2,454 12,170 1,980 492 5,914 3,074 *
Low: . ' -
Undex l.......'..‘...-.. 2,588 436 0 91 - 1,100 - 154 0 534 - 273 . s €
lesesososososcsoscnne 2,675 523 0 91 1,100 - IS4 0 - 534 273
2=3cesesectsnnsssscne 2,432 501 4] 136 943 132 o . 467 253
b= iiiieriinionnnees 2,566 " 567 68 136 943 132 0 467 253
Becesssnscescsssesnse 2,591 567 68 212 853 132 41 445 273 e
7=9csesceeiqsesscnnss 2,699 675 68 212 853 . 132 - 41 445 273
| 10 ) ) 2,830 806 ‘68 - 212 853 132 41 445 273
124000000 easascgocass 2,970 806 68 288 876 132 41 467 292
13=15400cescosscscens 3,057 893 68 288 876 132, 41 467 292
16217 cacecncosccsnsss 3,359 1,002 68 - 394 898 132 41 512 -312
*
Totaliseeeossecans 50,466 12,788 952 3,938 16,390 2,420 492 8,498 4,988
Moderate: ' . :
Under 1..0000000000ee 3,378 479 0 12} 1,482 198 0 689 409
levesssassesescecnons 3,487 588 ‘0 121 1,482 198 .0 689 409
2=3iieesrtosnserencan 3,255 588 -0 197 1,302 198 0 600 370
4-5.,"......!......... 3,455 675 113 197 1,302 198 0 600 370
Besvevecnssscnsecsene 3,583 654 113 | 273 1,235 198 81 600 429
79 e eecsoncscscsceses + 3,735 806 113 2713 1,235 198 81 600 429
}0—11.’............... 3.888 959 < 113 273 1,235 198 81 600 429
| 2 4,162 981 135 394 1,280 198 81 645 448
I3=15.0c0cecncsceccas 4,271 1,090 135 T 394 1,280 198 -81 645 448
16-17000csconeonecsef 4,706 1,220 135 546 1,325 198 81 712 487
=
Totaleooeesssconns 69,232 15,274 1,714 5,336 + 23,352. 3,564 972 11,382 . 7,638

a -

1Cai1d 1n a™family of husband and wife and no more than 5 children. .
2Costs were updated from estimates in table 2 of “Cost pf raising a child—Derived from 1960-61
Survey of Consumer Expenditures, detail tables,” CFE(Adm.)-318, 1971, Agricultural Research Service,
USDA (8). Indexes used are shown in table 3 of this guide. Estimates rounded to nearest §l.

3 IncTudes home-produced food gnd school lunches.
“Includes shelter, fuel, utilities, household operations, furnishings, and equipmemt.
SIncludes persomal care, recreation, reading, and“wiscellaneous expenditures. *
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TABLE 9.—-Anm.u1 cost of raising a rural nonfarm child! from birth to cge 18 by age at 3 cost levels in 4
regionl {June 1980 price levels)?

- -

P South
y C row. - o
Cost level and Food =~ away , Medical Educa- Trans-

age of child N /at from *_,Clothing Jlouung" cdre tion pot- Other’
(years) ' . home?  _home . . tation

- “~

Economy: . . ,
Upder loceasescseoess $1,548 61~ §516 $400  $156
leasvescsossvoeseanss 1,613 516 400 156
2 TR 1,424 . 427 334 136
4=5.00iovgrrarreonsss 1,535 ) ’ 427 33. 136
Bieeeenecoonncacencey 1,538 427 31 156
7=9.0ururesoonssonsas 1,625 427 311 156
10-11.cvresrvnnnnnnes, 1,712 : . : 427 . .3 156
12.00eveesacsovseonos 1,787 . 449 311 156
13-150c0uuuniiennenns 1,853 449 311 156
16=1700eeviensscoonss 1,993 449 334 156

o * ——

Totalo..oovneene. 30,248 456 4 7,996 5,914 2,728

Low: ' .
Under l..ocenosesnses 2,493 392 - 1,010 © 600 253
leeovoennvenvasncanes ~ 2,580 ~ =479 © 106" 14010 . $00 253
2,296 458 ’ 152 - 831 489 234
b=500ererrarassnnanns 2,429 523 152 . 831 489 234
Brenceararnonansancens 2,401 " 523 .68 . 197 . 741 467 253
ceeemeteeaaerrean 2,510 632 . 197 741 467 253
2,619 741 . 197 741 467 253

2,740 . 741 273 163 : 512 253"

2,805 806 273 . <¥63 512 253

915 " 364 786 534 273

46,987 o 11,723 952 3,822 14,416 - 2, 9,074 4,318

3,832, 523 136 1;594 + 890 468
: 3,919 610 . O 136 1,59 221 890 468
Ceerereeecnnnedsee 3,553 588 0 212 1,369 221 734 429

6-5.0irenennncanesas 3,775 675 135 o212 1,369 221 - 734 429

3,904 654 135 288 1,325 221 101- 712 468
4,034 784 135 288 1,325 221 101 712 468
4,209 959 135 288 1,325 221 101 712 468
4,533 959 ] 440 1,369 221 101 778 507
4,662 1,068 158 460 1,369 221 101 778 507
5,063 1,198 180 622 1,92 221 101 823 526

. . ! 'y 3
Totale.ceoaoeannse 75,416 15,142~ 2,072 5,852 24,874 3,978 1,212 13,746 8,540

3

]

1Child 1o%a family of husband and wife and no more than 5 children.

2 Costs were updated from estimates in table 2 of "Cost of raising a child—-Derived from 1960-61
Survey of Consumer Expenditures, detail tables,” CFE(Adm.)-318, 1971, Agricultural Research ,Service,
USDA (8). ‘Indexes used are shown in table 3 of this guide. Eltintes rounded to nearest $1.

3 Includes home-produced food and school lunches.

% Includes shelter, fuel, utilities, household operationl, furnishings, and equipment.

5 Includes personal care, recreauon reading, and miscellaneous expenditures.

~
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TARLE 9.-—-hmul qost of ni-in; a rural nonfarm child from birth to age 18 by age at 3 cost levels 1in 4
S, Tegions (June 1980 price levels)? -Continned
. .
West
4 _ s
. Food ' ’
Cost level and : Food avay - Medical Educa- Trans-
age of child Total at ffron Clothing Bousing"  care tion por- Other®
{(years) . hoe§ )ho.e * tation
Economy : i P
Under lecececscessess $2,113 $349 0 $76  $674 $88 0 $712 $214
lececosssssessssseeese™ 2,178 414 0 76 674 88 0 712 214
2-3iieeeniiiieenenees 1,883 392 0 . 91 561 88 0 . 55 195
b=S5cesetsoevectrrance 1,972 458 $23 91 561 88 0 556 195 ¢
Beeresernsrrerconsens 2,052 479 23 152 539 88 $20 556 195
79 cesoeseossneonesss’ 2,140 567 23 152 539 88 20. 556 195
10-11ceercecnncrcncce 2,227 654 23 152 539 8 20 556 195
12 ceesessescersnnnes 2,294 654 23 197 539 88 20 578 195
dl3—15................ 2,359 719 23 197 539 88 20 578 195
161 Agesescoscccencse 2,613 850 &5 167 584 88 20 645 214
ro:)i.'\m..... 39,524 10,462 366 2,550 10,150 1,584 & 240 10,586 3,586
Low: . T~
Under loseeecessonnes 2,841 4146 Y 0 91 1,100 154 0 7122/ 370
Lovevoroohonmpporeess 2,950 523 0 291 . L1000 156 Q 712, 370
2-3eeireeeniereneenn 2,658 501 0 152 920 -156 ¥ g 600 331
. 435 cccecseessecne 2,813 588 68 152 920 154 0 608 331
N 2,862 567 68 227 876 154 41 578 351
7=9ceeeeeceinevecnne 2,992 697 68 227 876 154 41 578 351
10—}}%‘.. teceeeans 3,101 806 68 227 876 154 T4l 578 351
1208 ceeecoporssnsces 3,294 806 68 334 . 898 154 41 623 370
13-15¢00ceedescccsces 3,381 893 68 334 898 154 4] 623 370
16170 cecechoseceees 3,699 1,024 90 349 k 920 154 41 712 409
’
Totaleeoese™esonee 55,608 , 12,918 996 4,186 16,568 2,772 492 11,208 6,468
¢+ Moderate:
Under l.oecocosecoceese 3,958 523 0 121 1,616 243 0 890 565
Lecosossosossoosssssse 4,067 632 0 121 1,616 243 0 © 890 565
2=30e0ereccrorrscssens 3,683 610 0, 1 1,392 221 0 756 507
B=5,00esccsrccrcscrne 3,905 697 135 7 1,392 221 0 756 507
Beerrerrorrrernocnnes 4,168 675 135 1,369 243 122 " 756 565
779 cereercessosscss 4,321 828 135 3 1,369 243 122 756 565
10-11ceossescerscnoes 4,495 1,002 135 303 1,369 243 122 756 565
e 4,821 1,002 158 455 1,414 243 122 823 604
13=15¢00ceeaccncdvons 4,952 1,133 158 455 1,414 243 122 823 604
16170 et desescoscosee 5,443 1,286 180 531 1,504 243 122 934 643
TOtALlevoooocoanons 79,885 15,905 2,072 5,730 25,678 4,286 1,464 14,500 10,250
1chi1d 1n a family of husband and wife and no more than 5 children. *
2Costs were updated from estimates in table 2 of "Cost of raising a child--Derived from 1960-61 J
Survey of Consumer Expenditures, detail tables,” CFE(Adm.)-318, 1971, Agricultural Research Service,
USDA (8). Indexes used are shown in table 3 of this guide. Estimates rounded to nearest $1.
3Inciudes home—produced food and school lunches. -
"Includcn stielter, fuel, utilities, household operations, furnishings, and equipment.
SIncludes petsonsl care, recreation, reading, and miscellaneous expenditures.
L3
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~ TABLE 9.-—Annual cou of raising a rursl ‘nonfars c:lu.h:l1 from birth to age 18 by age at 3 cost levels in 4
regions (June 1980 price lcvelg) -—Continued

lortheut .Y
/

Cost level and J Medical Educa-
age of child Clothing  Housing"  care tion
(yeavs) 3 ) -

.

*

Ecotiomy: .

Under lececoccvensees $1,571 . $6r

1,636 61

2=3ceecescrensrecanee 1,584 76

h=5.0cccstccccssccsen 1,672 76 X
6reeeencsncsroronnens 1,704 o121 311
P TRy 1,792 121 311
10-11cccescocossonsss 1,900 121

| B 1,954 152

13715, 0crurcenssvnnss 2,020 152 31
1617 v ciennraanoases 2,298 . 288 334

Totalesesorooonsoss 33,209 , 2,336 9,560 5,826

’

Low: -

Under l....eveevnanns 2,521 91 1,033 556
Locesensssssssasansss 2,608 523 1,033, 556
2°3iiietiinninenstans 2,453 523 920 489
b=5¢0eerrrnnncaannees 2,586 588 i y 920 . 489
Beorvernrnonnrnannens 2,684 537 898 ' 489
7=9.iirerenanneennnes 2,814 7 898 489
10-11eeerrennnnannne. 2,945 828 898 489
12¢0vieerrecnennneess 3,076 828 898 512
13715, 0000asrnnnnnss 23,161 915 898 512
16-170cevumennnnnnnss 3,456 1,024 920 . 556

h]

“Total.esssesesssss 51,688 13,116 9 3,878 16,566 , 9,162

“

Moderate: . . .
Under l.oveveregenenss 3,701 523 121 1,594 778
Leevnsesosnnnnsansnse 3,810 632 121 1,594 778
2=3, . 0ccreacnrrrronsn 3,644 610 197 . 1,459 712
b=5.iciiiiecrionennss 3,866 697 135 197 1,459 712
Becrvoonsesosesnronans 4,119 697 158 288 1,437 712
7=9 . ieesonsisnnnsossnn 4,250 828 158 288 1,437 712
) 1 1 4,446 1,024 158 288 1,437 712
4,726 1,024 158 440 1,482 756
13=15.0eenossenonsnns 4,857 1,155 158 440 1,482 756
16170 c0ctervvivones 5,297 1,286 180 576 1,527 823

Total-eevseerssoes 78,183 16,059 2,210 5,670 26,628 , 1, 13,346

lChild in a famdly of husband and wife-and 0o more than S children.
Costs were updated from estimstes in table 2 of "Cost of raising a child--Derived from 1960-61
Survey of Consumer Expenditures, detail tables,” CFE(Adm.)-318, 1971, Agricultural Research Seyvice,
S?A (8). Indexss used are shown in table 3 of this guide. Estimates rounded to nearest $Sl.
Includes home-produced food and school lunches.
slncludu shelter, fuel, utilities, household operations, furnishings, and equipment.
Includes personal care, recreation, reading, and miscellaneous expenditures.

.
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TARLE 9.—Annual coet of raising a rural nonhu child} tro- birth to age 18 by age at 3 cost levels in 4
regions (June 1980 price levels)2--Continued
) ’ Borth Central o
® - ¢ . -
- ! Food st * v
. Cost lewvel and \‘1 Food avay ' Medical Educa- Trans
f child Tot at from  Clothing Housing caré tion por OtherS A
v rs) . home’  home . tation
« N L P — '
Economy : ) ’ -
Under lecececosseeees 81,465 $305 0, $61 $516 . $88 0 W $378 $117
Llececssossssossnnnnne 1,530 370 0 61 516 88 0 378 _ 177
o 23eiueeniiieennenee. 1,390 {349 0 76 449 88 o 31 117
> . 4=5c00ssscvsvcnscanse 1,478 ‘414 $23 76 449 . 88 0 31 - 117
Gevessnesansssnsnnnce 1,521 414 , 23 121 427 88 $20 311 117 .
7=9cessconscsssssnnsne 1,608 501 23 121 . 427 88 20 311 117
10=11l.eceencencsnnnse 1,695 588 23 121 427 - 88 20 31 117
120ceeseccnscsvosance 1,782 588 23 167 449 88 20 | 311 136 -~ .
13-15cceacesncsancsse 1,848 654 23 167 ¢ 449 88 * 20 31 136
. 16-1700cecececncncnes 1,951 741 23 182 449 66 20 . 334 136
Total.secasenonoss 29,694 9,326 322 2,184 8,084 1,540 240 5,778 2,%
Low: . i .
[12.7- 73 N (R 2,261 392 0 91 943 132 -0 489 214
Llecessoscsaensnsesnne 2,327 458 0 91 943 132 0 489 214
. 2=3ciecscscnsnsscnsss 2,047 458 0 121 763 110 0 400 195
. Y e I e 2,157 . 523 45 121 763 110 .0 _ 400 ¢ 195
Gevenvesscccssssccncs 2,212 523 45 182 ~18 110 20 400 214 =
7=9cceecccoccsscssnne 2,321 632 ° 45 182 18 . 1o 20 400 214
N 10=1leeceecncncannses 2,408 719 45 182 718 110 20 400 214
120ceecececcssccsensne 2,609 - 741 68 273 718 110 20 445 234
13150cceccscncennsss 2,674 806 68 273 718 ~ 110 20 445 234 -
16717 ceccecessnncnne 2,866 915 68 334 718 110 20 467 234
- .
Totaleeseosenseces 43,350, 11,658 768 3,518 13,554 2,024 240 7,692 3,896
¢ L
Moderate: )
L1277 0 P 3,191 436 0 106 1,414 198 0 667 370
levesoosesssosannnase 3,300 545 0 106 1,614 198 0 667 370-
A T 2,943 523 0 167 176 O 556. 331
4=50ccescencssancanns 3,120 610 90 , 199 176 0 556 331
Goseesescsnsssnssance 3,353 610 1,167 . 176 81 578 370
7=9casescnasoprsssane 3,484 T 741 1,167 176 81 578 370 - .
10=11ucecccncsncccanses 3,658 © 918 1,167 176 81 578 370
12eiecenccnccssnccnsne 3,945 915 113 394 1,212 176 81 + 645 409
13-150ccccncesnccccns 4,054 1,024 113 394 1,212 176 81 645 409
1687 . euecncecnnrensne 4,363 1,133 135 485 1,235 198 81 667 429
Totsl.ececsesessss 64,571 14,163 1,580 4,974 21,908 ’3,256 972 10,940 6,778
I thild in & family of husband and wife and no more than 5 childrea. *
2Costs were updited from estimstes in table 2 of ~Cost of raising a child-Derived from 1960-61
Survey of Consumsr Expenditures, detail tables,” CFE(Adm.)-318, 1971; Agricultural Research Service,
um (8). Indexes used are shown i table 3 of this guide. Bltinueu rounded to nearest $l.
3 IncIudes home-produced food and school lunches.
% Includes shelter, fuel, utilities, household operations, furnishings, and equipment.
sl:ncludeu personal care, recrsation, reading, and miscellaneous expenditures.
L] ‘ ’ ‘
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'!All.! 10.—Annwal cost of raising farm boys and girls from birth to age 18 by age st 4 cost levels
A (June 1980 price levels)!

v

@ , § Boys -
- »
Food 0y © - -
Cost level and P Food avay ; v Medical Educa- Trans-
age of child Total at from Clo:hing3 Housing" care tion por- Other>
(years) bome?  home ’ - tation
Py - »
Thrifty: ° : . , .
Under {..enececcecnce $1,652 $307 0 $63 $838 $169 & $166 $109
lecececsosssssnnssone 1,735 390 0 63 °* 838 169 0 166 109
2ecsssvesessssssnnnns 1,710 390 0 62 838 145 0 166 109
Beeescossssssesssoane 1,798 451 $27 -62 838 ¢ 145 0 166 109
Beveeesseessansosence 1,798 451 27 » 62 . 838 145 0 166 109
Seessssassansscassase "~ 1,798 451 . 27 62 838 145 0 166 109
Berecncorosnaanssnnns 1,905 538 42 70 838 142 0 l§6 109
Teveeeeemersnnncenees 1,905 ™ 538 42 70 838 142 0 166 109
Beverersssecosarcosans 1,905 538 «| 42 70 838 ¢ 142 0 166 109
. Dieerarsssernaseconas 1,995 625 44 70 838 142 0 166 109

JO0ieeaoevessosssssssne "2,038 625 44 114 838 142 0 166 109

S P 0 x . 625 44 114 838 142 0 - 166 109
v J2eceieiiriieniieiennen 2,133 742 ‘22 114 838 142 0 166 109

13cccercasesccnnnsnens 2,133 742 22 11&, 838 142 0, 166 . 109

“16’.....‘.4......,...... 2,572 - 742 22 136 838 142 0 583 109
1Seseeeenonsednasonsas 2,725 849 68 136 838 142 0 583 109
16ceeecacecnennssnnnns 2,716 849 68 127 838 182 0. 583 109
17._................... 2,716 849 68 127 838 142 0 583 109

v .
Total.....:........ 37,271 10,702 | & 1,636 15,084 2,622 0 4,656, 1,962

Low: .

, Under l..,..‘......o.. ‘2,321 383 0 86 1,145 184 0 227 296
leveosowosovovononnnns 2,426 488 -.0. 86 1,145 184 0 227 296
2eeeesesesssescschone 2,424 488 0 86 1,145 182 0 227 296
K O S S IS 2,554 350 68 86 1,145 182 0 227 296
Besessssanesenosonnnsns 2,554 550 68 86 1,145 182 0 227 296
Sevveseruveennennonns | 2,554 550 68 86 1,145 "182 0 227 296
Beveseoseerannonssnne 2,802 666 70 111 1,145 175 $112 227 296
Tedeeerssssannnssnens 2,802 666 . 10 11 1,145 . 175 112 227 2%
- 2,802 666 70 111 1,145 175 112, 227 296
eevrevnsssesnsonssns 2,925 766 93 111 1,145 175 112 227 296
10cieeeervocsvaseennse 24,959 766 93 145 1,145 175 - 112 227 - 296

' ) 3 P T T 2,959 ‘766 93 145 1,145 *175 112 227 296

12iecevtacrssenaseennss 3,090 907 83 145 1,145 175 112° 227 t 296
13cieeeccraccnssennnse 3,090 907 83 145 1.145 175 112 227 296
léeerevarnrannnennnnns = 3,647, 907 83 180 1,145 175 112 749 296
IScenacscosnnnncsncsse 3,830 1,045 128 180 1,145 175 112 749 296

" 16eeceasssseannsosenss 3,820 1,045 128 170 1,145 175 112 749 . 296
17000decevsnvsssnnnsse 3,820 1,045 128 170 1,145 175 112 749 296
> Tot@8lesesesosennnce 53,379 13,161 1,326 2,240 20,610 3,196 1,344 6,174 5,328

1 Costs were updated from estimates in tables 1 and 2 of “The cost of rﬁling farm children,” 1978 paper
presented by Carolyn S. &
USDA Washington, D.C. (3), using indexes as indicated in table 3 of that psper.

rds and Brucy Grey at the Food and Agricultural Outlook Couference,

2 Includes bome-produced food and school lunches.

3 The clothing portion of these estimates represents the sum of 1ndiv1du1 clothing item estimates,
each individually updeted with corresponding clothing item snbindexes of the CPI.

ERIC
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Users can use
clothing snbindexes as shown in table 3 of this guide instead of the separste clothing item subindexes.
“ Includes shelter, fuel, utilities, househoid operatfons, furnishings, and equipment.
5 Includes personal care, recreation, reading, and other miscellaneous expenditnres.
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TANE 10.—imnual cost of raising farm boylM_ from birth to age 1B by age at 4 cost levels
- (June 1980 price levels)!-~Continued , .
Boys—Con. v

- .

. “

. Food 1
Cost level and Food  away . Medfcal Educa- Trans- —

age of child at from Clothing® Housing®.  care tion por- Other®
(years) home? : home tation

Moderate: . .
“Under lesicececnsones  $3,331 $482 §l126 *  $1,618 5204 $317
3,464 615 0 124 1,618 .204 317
2 - W'Y [ 615 0 115 1,618 . 225 317
O 47 695 115/ 1,618 225 k{ V]
Biciesssnssnsoepncnes 3,684 695 128 11 1,61 225 317
Secesresssecnssessssy 3,684 695 128 115 1,618 225 . 317
6.eMicieeerarsronceas 4,375 847 161 1,618 229 317
Teveeensrssoareessees 4,375 847 161 1,618 229 317
Buiversonssonsosanncens 4,375 47 116 — 161 1,618 229 317
Fierrerarrracerersans 4,561 166 161 1,618 229 317
10ieceeecarienstonias 4,610 981 166 210 1,618 229 317
Hleseoemsssoassasseess 4,610 981 166 210 1,618 229 317
1200 0ecnsseoancsaneees « 6,830 1,179 188 210 1,618 229 . 317
13ieeeesiencaceseenedn 4,830 1,179 188 210 1,618 229, . 317
huverrdgorrnnsonennss™ 5,602 1,179 188 251 1,618 229 503 1,048
15ceeececssosssoncanse 5,787 1,303 249 251 1,618 229 503 4,048
160ceusipeosssasosess 5,782 1,303 249 246 1,618 229 503 1,048
17000ieedsensscsncsees 5,782 1,303 249 246 1,618 ., 229 .. 503 1,048 °
’ - . -
Totale...oo.eoenes. 80,842 16,727 2,535 3,186 29,124 4,056 6,036 8,630

Liberal: - ) * ’
[11.7. 73 S S 4,972 538 0 176 2,441y 236 . 467
Licessesrenneineennes 5,171 737 0. 17 2,441 236 467 1,114
2ossncnrtesssssorenes 5,264 137 0 1 2,441 326 -, 467 15114
T N T 5,566 799  © 240 179 2,44} 326 467 1,114
L S 5,566 799 240 179 2461 326 . 467 1,114
Seetertarsannssananes 5,566 799 240 179 #6441 326 y 487 1,114
L P 6,763 1,041 187 247 2,441 307 T 467 1,114
Teseevasaroasseossoes 6,763 1,041 187 247 2,441 307 . 467 1,114
8itertrrrerannnncanss 6,763 1,041 187 247 2,441 307 467 1,114
Feesrertansantsonnans 6,950 1,161 254 247 2,441 307 467 1,114
10iseeceecsrsecenncaces 6,975 1,161 254 . 272 2,441 307 467 1,114
S L 6,975 1,161 254 . 272 2,441 307 467 1,114
L2 ieeetinacnnnnnens 7,248 1,363 325. 272 2,441 .. 307 467 1,114
| 3 P T 7,248 1,363 325 272 2,481 307 467 1,114
16, ieiananiionononnnes - 8,245 1,363 325 330 2,441 307 1,406 1,114
T R N 8,465 1,546 362 330 ° 2,441 307 959 1,40 1,114
16ieieveseciasenadhees 8,495 1,546 362 360 2,441 307 959 1,4 1,114
R 8,495 1,546 362 360 2,441 307 959 1,406 1,114
-~
Totaleesssonsosneas 121,490 19,742 4,104 4,524 43,938 5,460 11,508 12,162 20,052
—————

1 costs were updated from utinﬂel in tables 1 and 2 of "The cost of raising farm children,"” 1978 paper
presaented w Carolyn 8. Edwards and Brucy Cray at the Food and Agricultural Outlook Conference, 1 ’
USDA, Washingtom, D.C. (3), using {ndexes as indicated in table 3 of that paper.

2 Includes home-produced food and school lunches. . —

3 The clothing portion of these estimates represents the sum of individual clothing item estimates,
each individually updated with corresponding clothing item subindexes of the CPI. Users can use
clothing subindexes as shown in table 3 of this guide instead of the separate clothing item subindexes.

“ Includes shelter, fuel, utilities, hausehold operations, furnishings, and equipment .

5 Includes' personsl care, recreation, reading, and other miscellaneous expenditures.
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TABLE 10.~~Annual cost of raiuing farm boys and girls fro- birth to age 18 by age at 4 cost levels
(June 1980 price levels)!-—Cont inued

- LY

-

Girls

e
/ -

Cost level and
ageof 1d
(yea

Total

Food
at

home?

Food
avay
from
: home

. %
Clothing3

Housing®

¢
Medical Educa-

tion por-
_ tatiorm

care

Trang-

" Other?

Thrifty: -

“Under Tececroenovonen -

1
. ;
sevssioersctsesnrine o

2.'...:‘..............
K J PPN
Booessevossssnoocssone
Seccessessssonsssanne
1---..-.-.....;.--.6.
- O
FBivrsevesvesvasnsss
10cescosossdenccsnnans
llecesevoevessvsansoan
13eevecsevenscncsacans
15.0sccecsssssemannans
16,..',s...............

7.........,..........

e

wp
Io;al.m~.,.....,...
»

- N

Under Lueieereeeeeens

lececevecceesacccanner

Y

’3¢-§-,oo‘(--;o---ooo-.

‘#Q...--...w.....,-...
L A
Zoeiironienannssannne
-

L T TSN

B 1 1 2 PP

CERI

P A 1 7ext Provided by ERIC

Ileeeeovoveseacanvasns
16.00000..00000."10.00

17 iececenaedocnnanans

v

Total......l......,

$w

lCosts were updated from estimates in tables 1 and 2 of "The cost of raising farm children," 1978 paper

Preieﬂted by Carolyn S. Edwards and Brucy Gray
USDA, Washington, D.C. (3), using indexes as {ndicated in table 3 of that papewm.

zlnclude‘ home-produced food and school lunches.
3The clothing portion of these estimates represents the sum of individual clothing item estimates,

.

each individually updated with corresponding clothing item’subindexes of the CPI.

»

at the Food and Agricultural Outlook Conference,

Usersy can use

clotaing subindexes as shown in table 3 of this guide instead of .the separate tlothing item subindexes.
“Includes shelter, fuel, utilities, household bperations, furnishings, and equipment.
SIincludes personal care, recreation, reading, and pther miscellaneous expenditures. "

.

$1,645 ) $63 $838 $129 0 $166 ° §142
1,728 390 0 63 . 838 129 0 . 166 142
1,693 390 (] 43 838 114 077 166 - 142
1,781 - 451 $27 43 838 114 ] 166 ~ 142
1,781 451 27 43 838 114 0-8 166 142
1,781 451 27 43 - 838 114 0 166 142
1,929 538 - 42 74 838 129 - 0 166 1462
1,929 538 42 74 838 129 0 166 142
1,929 538 42 74 838 129 0 166 142
i,992 617 26 74 838 129 0 '1?3 142
2,016 - 617 26 98 838 129. 0 166, 142
2,016 - 617 26 98 838 . 129 0 166 142
2,085 674 38 98 838 129 0 166 142
2,085 674 38 98 . . 838 129 ¢ 0 166 142
'2,326 674 38 122 838 129 ,° 0 383 142
24368 686 68 122 838 129 ] 383 142
2,345 686 68 99 838 129 0 383 142
2,345 686 68 99 838 - 129 0 383 1462 ,
35,774 9,985 603 1,428 15,084 2,262 0 3,856 2,556
2,322 383 - 0 86 1,145 -: 156 0. 227 325
2,427 488 X 86 1,145 156 0 - 227 325
“3418 -~ 488 0 ‘69 ‘1,145 - 157 0 227 325
2,541 550 &8 . 69 1,145 ° 157 0 227 325
2,541 "550 68 69 . 1,145 , | 157 0 227 325
2,541 550 68 .69 1,145 . 157 0 7 -+ 325
2,808 666 70 102 . * 1,145 161 s112 fzvzn 325
2,808 666 70 102 1,145 161 112 . 227 325 .
+2,808 666 70 102 1,145 161 112 227 325
2,903 . 755 7% 102 1,145 * 161 112 227 325
2,955 755 76 154 1,145 161 112 227 325
2,955 755 76 154 1,145 161 112 227 325
3,039 827 88 154 1,145 161 .112 227 325
3,039 827 88 154 1,145 - 161 112 227 325
3,318 827 -~ 88 169 1,145 16} 112 491 325
3,358 849 106 169 1,145 161 112 491 325
3,358 849 106- 169 1,145 161 112 491 325
3,358 849 106 169, ., 1,145 161 112 491, 325
51,490 12,300 1,224 2,148 20,610 2,872 1,344 5,442 5,850
= s
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RIC

TARLE lO.-Annud cost of raising farm boys and girls frol birth to age 18 by age at 4 cost 1eve13

' (Junc 1980 price levels)!~~Continued -
~ -
Girls—-Con.
R — .o

Cost level and Food avay . Megfcal Educa- Trans-
age of child Total at from Clothing3 - .Housing" —Zare , tion por- Other>

(years) . bome?,  home — : - tation

- [}

Moderate: ¢ ) \
Under loooosnnssadess  $3,379 $482 0 $126 - - §1,618 $209 -0 $317 $629
Liveverernaesenaennes 3,512 615 0 124 1,648 209 0 317 629
2iveresssnssnssonnnns 3,490 615 0 99 1,618 212 0 317 629
K P 3,698 695 $128 =99 1,618 212 0 3]%~ 629
bieeinesnensenncnnnes 3,698 695 128 99 1,618 212 0, 4 31 629
- Z 3,698 §95 128 99 1,618 212 ° 0 317 629
Beeevecessnscononnnns 4,393 . 847 114 155¢ 1,618 210 $503 317 629
I 4,393 847 114 155— 1,618 210 503 317 629
- 4,393 - 847 114 155. 1,618 210 503 317 629
eereeenrcncosncnnnses 4,555 964 159 155 1,618 210 503 317 629
10ceecesssosososnsnnnss 4,631 964 159 231 1,618 210 503 317 629
| 4,631 964 159 231 1,618 . 210 503 317 629
12000evesossosnsnsnnns 4,749 1,071 161_ 231 1,618 - 210 503 317 « 629
13 ceeevesssosnsnnsnns 4,749 1,071 161 231 1,618 210 503 317 629
O 5,152 1,071 161 . v'268 - 1,618 210 . +503 712 629
150 eeeeenerencenenne 5,166 1,068 176 248 1,618 210°° 503 712 629
16ccecesesssosnponnsnns 5,213 1,068 176 297 1,618 210 503 712 629
170 veveneeraneeeneaes \ 5,213 1,068 176 297 1,618 210 ‘ 503 712 629 °

Tofal....oeeesnesnes 78,693 15,647 2,214 3,278 29,124 3,786 ~ 6,036 7,286 11,322

Liberal:

1.7 73 S A 5,081 538 0 176 . 2,441 279 ‘—’/0 467 1,180
Llecesosossossncnnnnsns 5,280 737 .0 , 176 2,441 279 0 467 1,180
“2ecescsorsnssseserses 5,334 1371 0 172 2,441 » 337 0 467 1,180
PR ,636 v 799 240 172 2,441 337 -0 467 1,180
tesesesssssmrrssases §,636 799 240 —172- 2,441 337 467 . 1,180

L 7 ,636 799 240 ° 172 | 2,441 337 * 467 - 1,)80
Beeevecennnssocannnns 6,810 1,041, 187 242 2,441 293 959 467 1,180
Tevesososnsnsnsasnsns 6,810 1,041 187 262 2,441 - 293 959 467 1,180

R I R 6,810 1,041 187 242 2,441 293 . 959 467 1,180
L 6,972 1,074 316 242 2,441 293 959 467 1,180
10ceeseosssossdonnsnns 7,087 1,074 % 316 357 2,441 293 959 467 1,180
A 7,087 1,074 316 357 L 2,441 -293 359 467 1,180
12000eevescosssnsnsnns 7,232 1,272 «- 2853 35 2,441 -293 959 467 1,180
13.cceeeeecocnccnnnnes 7-,232 1,272~ 263 357 2,441 - 293 959 467 1,180
lheoedessssnnesnneeees 7,686 1,272 263 328 ° 2,441 293 959 950 1,180
150 eeesesevacnennnees 1,66 1,252 257 328 3,441 293 959 | 950 1,180
16cceececceccccconnnns 7,?2 " 1,252 25 —2- 461 _ 2,441 293 959 © 950 1,180
17 cecccececereccennns 7,793 1,252 2 461 & 2,441 . 293 959- 950 1,180

Total......:f:..... 119‘575 18 326 3,789 5,014 43,938 5,422 11,508 10,338 21,240
N ’ .
~

1 Costs were updated from estimatea in tables 1 and 2 of "The cost of raising farm children, "1978 paper
presented by Carolyn S. Edwarda and Brucy Gray at the Food and Adricultural Outlook Conference,
USDA, Washington, D.C. (3), usipg indexes as indicated in table 3 of that paper.

2 Includes hop-produced food and school lunches.

3The clothing portion of these estimates represents the aum of individual clothing iten estima
each individually updated with corresponding clothing item subindexes of the CPI.
clothing subindexes as shown in table 3 of this guide 1nstead of the separate clothing item subindexes.

Includu lhelter, fuel, utilities, household operations, furnishings, and equipment.
5 Includes personal care, recreation, reading, and other uiscellanecus expenditures,
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